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CONFIRMATIONS. 

Ea:ecuti1'e nominations confirmed by the Senate June 9, 1909. 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

William R. Harr to be Assistant Attorney-General. 
CONSUL. 

Gebhard Willrich to be consul at Quebec, Canada. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL'S DEP ABTMENT. 

Capt. :Milton F. Davis to be judge-advocate with the rank of 
major. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the navy: 

Cleon W. Mauldin, 
Chester L. Hand, 
Aubrey K. Shoup, and 
John J. McCracken. 
The following-named lieutenants (junior grade)" to be lieu-

tenants in the navy : 
Cleon W. Mauldin, 
Chester L. Hand, 
Aubrey K. Shoup, and 
John J. McCracken. 
Passed Asst. Surg. Richard B. Williams to be a surgeon in 

the navy. 
First Lieut. Albert N. Brunzell to be a captain in the Marine 

Corps. 
Second Lieut. Paul A. Capron to be a first lieutenant in the 

Marine Corps. 
The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in the 

navy: 
Charles H. Hosung, 
Adam Gibson, 
Charles G. Nelson, 
Fred J. Korte, 
Clarence M. Wingate, 
Jannis V. Jacobsen, 

-George W. Joh son, and 
Francis J. McAllister. 
Carpenter Charles E. Richardson to be a chief carpenter in 

the navy. 
POSTMASTERS. 

CO!.ORADO. 

Charles W. White, at Julesburg, ~lo. 
ILLINOIS. 

Jennie M. De Roo, at Fort Sheridan, Ill. 
M. l\I. Hitchcock, at Berwyn, Ill. 
James P. Jack, at Newton, Ill. 
William W. Lowry, at Auburn, Ill. 

IOWA. 

Henry E. Westrope, at Corning, Iowa. 

MAINE. 

Fred W. Preble, at Bingham, Me. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Ralph W. Emerson, at Chelmsford, Mass. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Herbert C. Farrand, at Blo9mfield, N. J. 
NEW YORK. 

Ivans Lewis Hubbard, at Bay Shore, N. Y. 
Agnes M. Nolan, at Chateaugay, N. Y. 

OKLAHOMA. 

A. H. Holland, at Cushing, Okla. 
William N. Walker, at Stillwater, OkHt. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

William H. Barclay, at J;>awtucket, R. I. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Lancey W. Dragoo, at Smithfield, W. Va. 
William J. Crutcher, at Holden, W. Va. 
Mary Hateley, at Follansbee, W. Va. · 
Frederick Moore, at Belington, W. Va. 

SENATE. 

.THURSDAY, June 10, 1909. 
The Senate met at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 
Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., of the city of Washington, 

offered the following prayer : 
0 God, our heavenly Father, with whom do live all the 

spirits of those who dep{\rt hence to labor with Thee, with ten­
der heart we halt and· hesitate to . acknowledge the mystery of 
Thy providence. We know, alas, that in the midst of life we are 
in death. Open our eyes also, our Father, that we may know 
that in the midst of death we are in life. 

For Thy servant whom Thou hast called to Thy higher labors 
we thank Thee, who art the giver of every good and perfect 
gift. Grant, we pray Thee, that his mantle of charity, of faith, 
and of love may in some measure fall upon all of us, that here 
and now in a measure we may walk like him with God. And 
unto Thee shall be ascribed all the gloi-y, in life and death, now . 
and forever more. Amen. -

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approve<'l;. 
PETITIONS .AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
Board of Trade of Wilmington, Del., praying for the creation 
of a department of public works for the purpose of considering 
all work in connection with creating, maintaining, and lighting of 
the navigable waters of the ccmntry, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Wheel­
ing, _W. Va., remonstrating against any increase of the duty on 
print paper and wood pulp, as proposed in the so-called " Payne 

. tariff bill," which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. ROOT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Oswego, 

N. Y., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on tea in 
bulk, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the retention of the duty on print paper and wood 
pulp as contained in the Dingley tariff law, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sund1-y citizens of New York, 
praying that no change be made in the rate of duty imposed by 
the House on print paper and wood pulp, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New York, 
remonstrating against the inclusion in the pending tariff bill of 
any duty on news print paper and wood pulp, which were or­
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of New 
York, praying for the restoration of the duty on foreign oil pro­
duction, which were ordered to lie on the table . . 

He also presented memorials of members of the New York 
Times Chapel, of New York City; of members of the Quadri 
Color Com_pany of New York City; of the employees of the Stere­
otype department of the New York World, of New York City; 
of the members of the Evening Telegmm Chapel, of New York 
City; of the members of the American Press Association Stereo­
typers' Chapel, of New York City; of the members of Harper & 
Bros.' Chapel, of New York City; of the Stereotypers employed 
by the New York Volks-Zeitung, of -New York City; and of the 
members of the German Herold Chapel, of New York City, re­
monstrating against the inclusio)l in the new tariff bill of any 
duty on news print paper and wood pulp; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. ...__ 

He also presented a memorial of suudry photo-engravers em­
ployed by the Quadri Color CO~prl.ny, of New York City, N. Y., 
remonstrating against the adoption of the duty recommended 
on post cards in the new tariff bill, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a memorial of Local Union No. 30, 
Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Berlin, N. H., re­
monstrating against any reduction of the duty on print paper 
and wood pulp as contained in the Dingley law, which was 
ordered to lie on ~e table. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Wilmington, Del., praying for the creation of a department of 
public works, which was referred to the Committee on Com­
merce. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SCOTT: 
A bill ( S. 2564) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 

Church of Beckley, W. Va. ; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. PAGE: 
A bill (S. 2565) granting an incr€ase of pension to George ?i!. 

Lanpher (with the aooompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensrons. 

By Mr. McENERY: 
.A bill {S. 2f>66) for the relief of Jean Marie Heriard; 
A bill ( S. 2567) for the relief of Edward Haskinson; 
A bill ( S. 2568) for the relief of :Mrs. Martha B. King~ 
A bill (R 2569) for the relicl of W. G. Wheeler; 
A bill (S. 2570) for the relief of Washington West; 

· A bill {S. 2571) for .the relief of Mrs. Katherine Smith~ 
A bill ('S. 2572) for the relief of heirs or -estate of .Mrs. E. J. 

Penny, deeeased ·; 
A bill (S. 2573) for the relief of heirs or estate of H. Pierce, 

d-ec:eased ; 
· A bill (S. 2574) for the relief of heirs or estates of R. J. 

Packer and l\Irs. R. V. Packer, deceased; 
A bill (S. 2575) for the relief ·of heirs or estate of .MJ:s. Mary 

A.. Meredith, deceased; 
A bill {S. 2576) for the relief of heirs or estate of Charles 

J olivet, decen.sed ; 
A bill { S. 2577) for the relief of Turner Merritt; 
A bill (S. 2578) for the relief of Louis P. Tu.mer; 
A bill (S. 2579) for the relief of heirs or estate of George w. 

Hackett, deceRsed; · 
A bill (S. 2580) for the relief of heirs or estate of Henry ;J. 

Heard, deceased; . 
A bill ( S. 2581) for the relief of heirs or estate of Patri~ 

McCormack, deceased ; 
A bill {S. 2582) for the relief of heirs or estate of George 

Sallinger, deceased; 
A bill (S. 25 3) for the relief of heirs or estate of Edward 

Sigur, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 2584) for the relicl of heirs or estates of Henry 

Vedrines and Alexis Hebert, deceased; 
A bill ( S. 2585) for the relief of Julien Semere; 
A bill ( S. 2586) for the relief uf .Evelyn Clark; 
A bill (S. 2587) for the relief of heirs or estate of William 

Burgess, deceased; 
A bill (S. 2588) for the relief of heirs or estate of Isaac 

Bloom, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 2589) for the relief of J~es Goodwin; 
A bill ( S. 2G90) for the relief of E. A. Givens; 
A bill (S. '2591) ·for the reUef of heirs of Thomns "J. Hiek­

man, deceased ; 
A bill (S. 2592) for the relief of heirs -0r estate of Jacob 

Israel, deceased; 
A bill ( S. 25D3) for the relief of heirs or estate of Henrietta 

Bauers, deceased; 
A bill ( S. 2594) for the relief of heirs or estate of H. T. 

Burges, decensed; and 
A bill (S. 2595) for the relief of the heirs or estate o! Lquis 

Vuagnat, deceased; to the Committee on C1aims. 
AMENDMENT 'l'O THE T.ABIFF BILL. 

Mr. JONES submitted an amendment intended to be pro­
posed by him. to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide re:venue, equal­
ize duties, and encourage the industries of the United S"t:'ltes, 
and for other purposes, wb1eh was referred to the Committee 
on Finance and ordered to be printed. 

THE TARIFF. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed, and the first bill on the calendar will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con­
slderation Qf the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourag~ the industries of the United States; and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
th~ amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOL­
LIVER]. 

:Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Aldrich 
Bacon 
Beveridge 
Bornh 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bristow 
Brown. 

Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Chamberlain 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clay 

Crawford 
Cullom 
Cummins 
Cm Us 
Davis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 

Dixon 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Flint 
Foster 
Frazier 
Frye 
Ga.llinger 

"Gamble Lodge - Page 
Guggenheim Mccumber Paynter 
Heyburn MeLantln Penrose 
Hughes Martin Perkins 
Johnson, S, Dak.. Money Piles 
Johnston, Ala.. Nel'son Root 
JODes 'Newlands Scott 
Kean -Oliver Simm()nS 
La Fo.llette -Overman Sm-oot 

Stephenson 
-Stone 
.Sutherland 
TaHaterro 
Taylor 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Mr. JOHNSTON o-f Alabama.. My colleague {Mr. BANKHEAD] 
is rmavoidably absent to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _Sixty-seven Sena.tors have 
answered: to their name~ There is a qu:orum present. 

PORT OF SCBANTGN", MISSJ 

.Mr. MONEY. Mr. President,. according to th~ urumimous­
oonsent agreement we can do no legislative business except the 
census bill and the tariff bill, but I have a bill tllat will take 
about a minute t.o dispose of which it is absolntely essen.tml 
slroulii have immediate consideration. It will not take five· 
minutes. It is Senate bill 2493, "Simply proposing to make the 
port of Scranton a port of entry. It has been ·so considered for 
many years. There are a.bout 300 V'e'SS:els .clearing there eTery 
year, and now by a ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
made the othfi day> upon application tor a ruling from shippers 
abroad-in Philadelphia and Baltimore, I will sa-y, to be 
specific-he has ruled that it is simply a port o:t delivery, and 
h.e requests that this bill be passed. It has been reported by 
the Committee on commerce. The ruling works a. great hard­
ship, because Tessels wishing to deliver at that po.rt will pave to 
sail 35 miles and pay double pilotage and it will ca use loss af time 
and a general dislocation of business. 

I h-0pe the Senate will perm.it the bill to pass. There will be 
no debate about it whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mi:ssissippi 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideratiGn of a bill 
which will be read for information. 

'l'b.e bill (S. 2493) to make Scranton~ in th-e State of Missis­
sippi, a subport of entry, and for other p.urpuses, w~s 1.'ead, and 
there being no objeetion, the Senate, as in Committee of th-e 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It provides that Scran­
ton, in the State of Mississippi, is hereby made a subport of 
entry in the dish·ict of Pearl River, and the .necessary cu~-0ms 
officers may, in the discretion of the Secretary of. the Tre~ury, 
be stationed at .said subport with authority to enter and clear 
vessels, receive duties, fees, a.Il:d -0th.er moneys, and perform such 
other service as, in his judgment, the interest of commerce may 
require, and said officers shall receive such compensation as he 
may allow. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be -engrossed fo.r a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

'l'HE TARIFF. 

The Senate, a.sin Committee of the Whole, resumed the con­
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
:!or other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report 
the pending amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [M1~ 
DOLLIVER]. 

The SECRETARY. On page 129, beginning in line 25, it is pro­
posed to strike out paragraph 373, and in lieu thereof to insert 
the following : 

373. On yarns made "Wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more 
than 40 cents per pound, 27i cents per po.UD..d on the wool con.tain~d 
therein; valued at more than 40 cents per pound, 38! cents per pound 
on the wool contained therein ; and) in addition thereto, on all the 
foregoing, 35 per cent ad valnrem. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desire to state briefly 
that this amendment is intended to modify the historic scheme 
of. compensatory duties which have appeared in our wool and 
woolen schedule now for forty-two years, by making the com­
pen~atory assessment not upon the weight of the yarn, b11t upon 
the weight of the wool contents of the yarn. 

Many of these yarns are made very cheap by the admixture 
of various forms of low-grade cotton and cotton wastes. I 
hold it to be unjust and unreasonable and resulting in excessive 
assessments of duty to make the compensatory rate applicable 
to the entire weight of the merchandise, when ~ real com­
pensation should be based upon the contents of the merchandise, 
our competing product having been raised in price by reason 
of our duties upon wool. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator a 
question. The Senator knows, of course, that~ with one excep­
tion., in all on:r· tariff laws in the ~t the ta.riff has .applied 
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alike, whether an article was of wool or part wool. That is 
intended to prevent fraud and difficulty in collecting duties. 

-In my judgment, if they come in, being called "wool," they 
should pay as much tariff as if they were all wool. As I said, 
in something like twenty tariff laws that has always been 
thought necessary, except in one act, where it applied to an 
article whose chief value was of wool. In all the others it 
has applied where wool has been a component part, whether 
1 per cent or 99 per cent. I do not care to see the bar raised 
to let in articles that may be 1 per cent or 10 per cent wool 
at such differentials _as the amendment proposes . . A lot of 
substitutes let in in that way should all come in at the value 
they would come in at if all wool. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming 
is in error in supposing that these goods are sneaked in under 
the pretense of being wool. On the contrary, there is no con­
cealment or uncertainty about the material of which they are 
made. ·when we ome to the law referring to cloths the statute 
expressly in one paragraph covers goods in which the entire 
warp is made of cotton or other. vegetable fiber. 

Mr. WARREN. It states what it shall be-cotton warp and 
wool filling. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The statute covers only goods that are of 
that character, and describes them. So the Senator is in error 
in supposing that these goods are sneaked in containing vege­
table fiber unknown to anybody for the purpose of destroying 
the efficiency ot the wool tariff. 

I simply desire to say that it is not only perfectly reasonable 
that this tariff should be assessed upon the wool, but when I 
come to the next amendment which I propose to offer I shall 
show that it is perfectly feasible in the present state of our 
administrative system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the vote be taken by yeas and 
nays. 

l\ir. BACON. Mr. President, one moment, please. It is diffi­
cult for us to understand the exact effect ot this amendment. 
It has not been printed, and we have only heard it read. I 
understand, though, from the general tenor of the remarks of 
the Senator from Iowa that the effect of it will be to reduce 
the duty. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Substantially. 
Mr. BACON. In this connection I desire to state, not only 

with reference to this amendment, but to others which will 
doubtless be offered by the Senator from Iowa, and possibly 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE], that I do 
not wish to be misunderstood in giving my vote for them. In 
common with others on this side of the Chamber, who, I pre­
sume, agree with me, I shall vote for these amendments, not 
because they put the duties where I or my colleagues think 
they ought to be. I think they will still be too high. I shall 
vote for them simply because they reduce the duties. 

There is another thing I wish to say. I do not myself ap­
prove of the plan of specific duties in this schedule, and in 
voting for the specific duties which are contained in this amend­
ment, and will be contained in others which will be offered, I 
do not wish to be understood as approving specific duties. My 
vote is cast for them solely upon the ground that, according to 
my understanding of these amendments, they W"ill reduce the 
rates of duty from those proposed in the bill. While they are 
not of the character which we prefer, and do not reduce the 
duties to the point which we regard as sufficiently low, we sup­
port them simply because they are an improvement, in our 
judgment, upon the provisions of the pending measure. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this amendment the 
Senator from Rhode Island demands the yeas and nays. 
. The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro­

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was ca]Jed). I have a 

general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILLMAN], who is absent. I transfer my pair to the senior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] and I vote "nay." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. FRYE'S name was 
called). The junior Senator from Maine is paired with the 
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. The Senator from 
Virginia is detained at his house by illness. I will announce 
this pair for the d~y. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when 1\Ir. HALE'S na·me was 
called). ~fy colleague [Mr. HALE] is detained at his home by 
illness. He is paired, I · think, with the Senator from Ala­
bama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
1\Ir. McLAURIN. I understand that the Senator from 

Nevada [Mr. NrxoN] is paired with the Senator from Alabama 

[Mr. BANKHEAD]. On this vote I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE.] 

Nlr. BAILEY (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
desire to inquire if the Senator from West Virginia [.Mr. 
ELKINS] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
he has not. 

Mr. BAILEY. I, then, desire to withdraw my vote, as I have 
a general pair with the . Senator from West Virginia [:!\fr. 
ELKINS]. I make that announcement for the day: 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. RICHARDSON], who is absent. If 
he were present, I should vote " yea." I will not make the 
announcement again to-day. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NrxoN], and therefore I will withhold my 
vote. 

The result was announced-yeas 31, nays 43, as follows: 
YEAS-31. 

Bacon Culberson Hughes Paynter 
Beveridge Cummins Johnston, Ala. Rayner 
Bristow Davis La Follette Simmons 
Brown Dolliver Martin Smith, Md. 
Burkett Fletcher Money Stone 
Chamberlain Foster Nelson Taliaferro 
Clapp Frazier New lands Taylor 
Clay Gore Overman 

NAYS-43. 

Aldrich Crane Guggenheim Piles 
Borah Crawford Heyburn Root 
Bourne Cullom- Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Bradley Curtis Kean Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Depew Lodge Smoot 
Briggs Dick Mccumber Stephenson 
Bulkeley Dillingham McEnery Sutherland 
Burnham Dixon Oliver 'Varner 
Burrows Flint Page Warren 
Burton Gallinger Penrose Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Perkins 

NOT VOTING-17. 

Bailey du Pont McLaurin Smlth, S. C. 
Bankhead Elkins _NiXon Tillman 
Carter Frye Owen 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Richardson 
Daniel Jones Shively 

So Mr. DoLLIVER's amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the paragraph as amended. 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 

next paragraph passed over. 
The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over is para­

graph 374, on cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of 
every description, and so forth. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desire to offer a substi­
tute for paragraph 374. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of paragraph 374, it is proposed to 
insert: 

374. Cloths, knit fabrics, women~s and children's dress goods, coat 
linings, Italian cloths, bunting and goods of similar character or de­
scription, and all manufactures made wholly or in part of wool, not 
specially provided for in this section, valued at not more than 40 cents 
per pound, 33 cents per pound on the wool contained therein ; valued 
above 40 cents per pound, 44 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein; and in addition thereto, on au the foregoing, 50 per cent ad 
valorem : Provided, That all manufactures in part of wool not spe­
cially provided for in this schedule, whe~ composed in chief val~e of a 
material other than wool, shall be subJect to the rate at which the 
same would be chargeable under this section if composed wholly of .the 
material thereof of chief value, and in addition thereto shall be subJect 
to a duty of 44 cents per pound on the wool contained therein. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, a proposition very similar 
to that embodied in the amendment which I have jlist sub­
mitted was ·once debated in the Senate. It was offered, as the 
RECORD will disclose the debate in reference to it, upon the 4th 
of .May, 1897. At that time it was occupying a single sentence. 
My former colleague, the venerable Senator Allison, having the 
bill in charge, said that there was no way in which such a pro­
vision could be administered. With that brief statement, and 
without intimating his opinion as to intrinsic merits of such a 
proposition, it was dismissed from the consideration of the Sen­
ate. I am glad to be able to state to the Senate that within 
the last twelve years we have found how to administer a pro­
vision like ·that. We have expended large sums of money in 
improving our methods at the appraisers' stores under our ad­
ministrative customs law, and to-day it is perfectly feasible to 
report with accuracy every fiber of wool contained in any kind 
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of cloth by weight. There is no d,ifficulty of any sort at our ana­
lytical bureaus. In the case of a mixed fabric composed of cot­
ton and woolen threads, a small sample of the cloth is unraveled, 
the cotton and woolen threads are weighed separately, and the 
percentage of weight of each material so found is accordingly 
applied to the entire cloth. Similar analyses are being made 
daily in order to properly classify, or find the "materials of 
chief value," in various mixed fabrics composed of wool, cotton, 
silk, and so forth. In cases where the wool and cotton are 
mixed in the yarns, samples of the goods are sent to the labora­
tory of the appraisers' office for chemical analyses, where, I am 
advised, the chemist finds no difficulty whatever in ascertaining 
the amounts of wool or cotton or other vegetable fiber con­
tained therein. 

In examining the testimony taken before the Committee on 
Ways and Means, I find that Mr. W. A. Graham Clark, the tex­
tile expert of the Bureau of Manufactures, stated as follows 
(p. 5723}: 

The CHAIRMAN. Would it be possible at the custom-house (feasible 
or practicable) to ascertain the weight of the wool in those cotton­
warp goods? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir; very easily. Take a piece of cloth that is 
made of cotton and worsted, say cotton warp and worsted weft ; you 
would soak it in 5 per cent solution of sulphuric acid or oil of vitriol. 
As the water ls driven off the acid attacks the cotton and leaves the 
wool. If you will look at it you will then see the cotton warp showing 
where the vegetable cellulose has been changed to a friable hydro-cellu­
lose. Shake it and this drops to powder, leaving you only the ends of 
wool weft. . 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a comparatively simple process and can be 
done exactly ? 

l\Ir. CLARK. Exactly. Weigh the sample before and weigh what ls 
left. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it practicable to fix a rate of duty per pound on 
the wool contained in those goods? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 

In the RECORD of May 4, page 1718, it will be seen that Mr. 
S. S. Dale, a qualified expert in the woolen business, testified 
that "it is very easy to distinguish wool from vegetable materials, 
and if the proposed amendments to Schedule K were adopted, it 
would go far toward correcting the inequality resulting from the 
8 or 4 to 1 ratios." 

It is therefore apparent that the proposed method of assess­
ing the wool compensatory duties upon the wool actually con­
tained in mixed goods, made only "in part of wool," is feasible 
and practicable, and: I firmly believe no good reason can possibly 
be advanced to maintain the present antiquated and manifestly 
unfair method of applying these high " compensatory wool · 
rates" upon vegetable materials. Nor is this proposed plan of 
fixing the wool duty on " the wool contained" in the goods a 
new scheme, for the same idea is carried out in many of the 
provisions of our tariff; for example, the new Senate amend­
ment on zinc provides various rates per pound, according to the 
" zinc contained in the ore." 

Paragraph 171 provides a duty on antimony ore of" 1 cent per 
pound on the antimony contents therein contained." 

Paragraph 179 provides on " Lead-bearing ore of all kinds, 1! 
cents per pound on the lead contained therein." 

Similar provisions are found in many places in our tariff, 
and I hardly think that even the most biased of those who are 
interested in retaining the present cumbersome, confusing, and 
deceptive arrangement of duties on woolen-cotton mixed goods 
can fairly claim that the proposed method of simply apply­
ing the wool duty to the wool contents of imported merchandise 
would be as difficult for appraising officers as it is for them to 
properly classify and appraise various other lines of importa­
tions 1under the complex a.Iid confusing classifications of the 
tariff schedules. Take, for example, the variety of things an 
examiner or appraiser of silk goods must ascertain in order to 
properly classify and appraise such goods under the Senate 
bill's new silk schedule. He must find out whether the goods 
are " in the gum " or " ungum.med," also "the per cent in 
weight of silk " and the "number of single threads per square 
inch," and " in ascertaining the number of single-warp threads 
to the inch, double-warp threads shall be counted as two single 
threads, and so on." 

And in the case of cotton goods, as previously shown, the 
examiner of such goods must find the count of threads per 
square inch, counting not only the ordinary warp and filling 
threads, but under that very remarkable new provision in the 
Senate bill amendment to the cotton schedule, "if the cloth 
contains other than the ordinary warp and filling threads 
superimposed to form a figure, whether clipped or unclipped," 
such extra threads must also be counted, notwithstanding the 
courts have held it impracticable to so count them. The 
" weight per square yard " must also be determined in fixing 
the proper rate of the duty, and the bewildered examiner must 

also send a sample of the goods to the analytical bureau to 
ascertain whether any thread or threads in the fabric have 
been mercerized " or subjected to a similar process; " then he 
niust find the exact yalue, whether the market value, for 
instance, is 12 or 12! cents per. square yard, for this difference 
of one-half cent, or a difference of one quarter of a cent, over 
or below any of the proposed dividing lines makes quite a 
difference in the duty. · 

So it goes throughout these textile schedules, the examiners 
or appraising officers being obliged to ascertain this multitude 
of bewildering details in order to properly classify and ap­
praise the goods; such as the " number of leas " in linen thread; 
the ·number of " points or spaces" in Nottingham lace · curtains, 
pillow shams, and so forth; the number -of "picks" and the 
"length of pile " in plushes and velvets. · 

In comparison w~th all these specifications and details in the 
various schedules of onr tariff the amendments I have pro­
posed are models of simplicity and fairness. 

In order to facilitate the appraisement of woolen goods and 
articles containing an admixture of wool, and also to minimize 
any opportunity to defraud the Government of the proper duties 
under the proposed method of levying duties, I also propose a 
new provision making it obligatory on the part of the foreign 
exporter of such goods to specify in detail, in his consula ted 
invoice, the correct weight of the wool containetl in each article 
embraced in said invoice, and that the weights so specified 
shall be binding in the ascertainment of duty upon importation 
into our country, except in cases where the appraising officers 
find such weights underestimated. And if the weights are not 
so stated on the invoices, the weights fixed by the appraising 
officers shall stand as the correct weights. 

The proposed rates on woolen and worsted cloths would oper­
ate as follows: 

Cents. 
Valued at 30 cents per pound, containing 33 per 

cent wool: 33 per cent of 33 cents _____________________ 11 
50 per cent of 30 cents--------------------- 15 

Present duties on similar cloth valued at 30 cents 
per pound: 

26 87 per cent. 

1 pound at 33 cents--------------~--------· 33 
30 cents at 50 per cent_ ____________________ 15 

Valued at 42 cents per pound, containing 45 per 
cent o.f wool: 

48 =160 per cent. 

45 per cent of 44 cents _____________________ 19. 8 
42 cents at 50 per cent_ ____________________ 21 

40. 8= 95 per cent. 

Present duty on similar cloth valued at 42 cents 
per pound: 

1 pound at 44 cents ________________________ 44 
42 cents at 50 per cent__: __________________ 21 

Valued at 52 cents per pound, containing 55 per 
cent of wool: 

65 =147 per cent. 

55 per cent of 44 cents--------------------· 24 52 cents at 50 per cent_ ____________________ 26 

Present duty on similar cloth valued at 52 cents 
per pound: 

50 96 per cent. 

1 pound at 44 cents _________ _______________ 44 
52 cents at 50 per cent_ ____________________ 26 

Valued at 62 cents per pound, containing 65 per 
cent of wool : 

70 =134 per cent. 

65 per cent of 44 cents _____________________ 28. 6 
62 cents at 50 per cent_ ____________________ 31 

59. 6= 96 per cent. 
Present duty on similar cloth valued at 62 cents 

per pound: 1 pound at 44 cents ________________________ 44 
62 cents at 50 per cent_ ____________________ 31 

Valued at 75 cents per pound, containing 80 per 
cent of wool: 

75 =120 per cent. 

75 per cent of 44 cents-------------~------ 35.2 75 cents at 50 per cent_ ____________________ 37. 5 

72. 7= 96 per cent. 
Present duty on similar cloth valued at 75 cents 

per pound: · 
1 pound at 44 cents------------------------ 44 
75 cents at 5~ per cent_ ____________________ 41. 2 

. 85. 2=115 per cent. 
Valued at $1 per pound, containing all wool : 1 pound at 44 cents _______________________ , 44 

$1 at 50' per cenL-------------------------· 50 

94 94 per cent. 
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Cents. 
Present -duty -0n slmilar ·doth ·valued at $1 per 

p.ound, .all wool ! 
1 pound at 44 -0ents---- -------------.----- 44 
$1 at .15:> per .cent----~--~----------~-- 55 

99 = '99 per cent. 
M.r. Pr.esident, I have added to my amendment a little proviso 

intended to deliver the woolen schedule from the .scandals .and 
absurdities which ha rn crept into it during the last forty-two · 
years. I spoke not very lon.g ago of .a ca e where a cotton 
blanket, with .a woolen fringe .or cord about the end to prevent 
unrav~ling, had been elru;;i:-ified as a woolen blanket and assessed 
at the full wool duty of 22 cents a pound and 30 per cent ad 
valorem because it was .in part of wooL The Senator· from·· 
Rhode Island {l\Ir. ALDIUCH] and the Senator from Utah {Mr .. : 
SMOOT] arose at the same time to say that such a thing was 
impossible .and that .such a blanket could not be made. Are 
they ~ill of_ that .opinion? 

l\fr. SMOOT. Mr President. as a manufacturer of woolen 
goods, I will state th.at it is sometimes po. ible ta put a cotton 
selvedge npon a woolen cloth, but I ne\'er yet have seen in this 
country -0r in any othec eountry or h-eard of any such thing as 
putting a woolen -selvedge upon a cotton cloth, because I em 
~ot conceive how it eonld be gigged. I can not conceive bow it 
could be finished. The hrinkage in wool is different from that 
of cotton. and the gigging of it would simply cut the selvage en-
tirely otI. · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator from Utah had listened care­
fully to what I .said some weeks ago, and to what I have just 
said, he would not have introduced the word "selvedge" into 
thi controversy, because I spoke of a woolen fri~e; and I have 
seen that term used in reference to an article Qf woolen manu­
facture in .a decision of the appraisers' .office in New York. 

:Mr. -SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say that I have seen 
a great many blankets in my life, but I never saw a blanket 
frµiged; and if fringe was ever put upon a blanket, it was pnt 
there for no other purpose on earth than to decei"ve. I have 
seen fringes up.on shawls, but I ha-ve never seen fringe upon 
a blanket. 
. 1\Ir. DOLLIVER. I have, of course, seen a good many blan­
kets, without giving very much attention to them; and I have 
read a good many Treasury decisions in the last few weeks 
giving them the attention that they appeared to deserrn. i 
read one of the reports called " General Appraiser's Decisions " 
on page 4313, wherein the blanket is descTibed as a cott~n 
blanket, the body of which is composed of cotton, the ends being 
whipped with colored threads of wool. So it seems that such 
a blanket can be made. I know of nothing to prevent the sew­
ing of woolen fringe on any colored cotton blanket or other 
article, or any good reason why our tariff should be so framed 
that the wool duties must be applicable to all articles, no matter 
what they are composed of, if they happen to contain a small 
percentage of wool. 
- l\fr. SMOOT. hlr. Pre ident---

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. The whipping of the ends of a blanket is not, 

certainly, a fringe. The Senator was· unhappy in the use of the 
word, and I ·think, when he comes to think the matter over, 
he will certainly admit that the whipping of an end .of a 
blanket is not a fringe. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. When I find a thing attached to the edge 
of omething I call it a fringe, and I do not intend to parley 
with my friend about the propriety of the language. 

The Senator from Rhode Island resented my Btatement that 
rubber boots, if imported, would be classified as wearing ap­
parel of wool if they were lined with wool. Does he still tlis­
pute the accuracy of that statement? 

l\lr. ALDRICH. I will not interrupt the Senator now. He 
can go on with the discussion. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And yet they would be so classified, and 
if anybody would be -so foolish as to import them, knowing 
that that rate would be assessed upon them-for rubber boots 
are not especially provided for in the tariff-and if any part of 
wool they wonld be classified as wearing apparel in part of 
wool at 44 ' cents per pound and 60 per cent ad valorem. I 
think I know that by a careful perusal of the Treasury de­
cisions, because in Treasury decision 17511 slippers of vege­
table fiber and part wool were held to be dutiable as wearing 
apparel in part wool at 44 cents per pound and 60 per cent 
ad valorem. - - - . 

In another case shoes made out of -rawhide, with a little 
com.f.orting fringe of wool around the tops· of them, were clas­
sified as woolen wearing apparel. 

In one case corn plasters-and I should -like the attention of 
everybody to this, because it seems to have reached the limit of 
absurdity-corn plasters. tbose little things that you put be­
tween your toes on the ruirtc.e of a corn doctor, were held duti­
able under the provisions covering wearing .apparel in part o:f 
wool by Treasury decision 12665. Do you think a corn plaster 
.ought to be classified under the tariff laws of a modern nation 
as wearing apparel? !Laughter.] 

Yon have seen those good old mottoes that <>Ur mothers used 
to make with woolen yarn on cardboard. " \V eicome "-arul there 
never was a hospitality in this world Jllf)re beautiful than that 
which lay behind those quaint old cardboards-and " God bless 
our h-0me "--even those, when they come to the custom-house, 
if they should, by this Treasury decision are ass sed up to 33 
ce!lt a pound and 50 per cent ad valorem.· because they are 
cloth " in part .of WOOL" 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the .Senator if he knows of an 
instance where those mottoes have been imported? 

1\fr. DOLLIVER. I reckon they have. I can tell you what 
happened to them, because I find in general .apprai ers' decision 
5039 that exact decision made in reference to mottoes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There was probably but one such ca e. 
.Mr. DOLLIVER. In another case "mercerized cotton cloth; 

an cotton, except for some polka dots of goat hair which were 
glned u{X>ll the fabric, was held to be dutiable as eloth in part 
of wool ilt 44 cents per pound and 55 per cent ad valorem" t)e­
cause of the goat-hair polka dots. The same cloth without these 
goat-hair dots would have paid but 40 per cent ad valorem 
under the cotton schedule. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator think that if a poker 
game is indulged in with camel's hair the hair should come in 
free? 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. I hope the Senator will not introduce mys­
terious figures of speecll with which I am not familiar: [Laugh-
ter.] _ 

Mr. WARRE.i..~. I only thought the Senator was groping 
abaut for light on certain subjects. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now what did the appraisers say about 
this polka-dot proposition? 

l\Ir. WARREN. They probably said they would raise the 
limit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER Now, let me tell you just what they did 
about it. They raised the limit from the duty provided in the 
cotton schedule, where the goods belonged, or rather, as a 
famous woma~ once the wife of a foreign minister in this 
capital used to say, "Now, seeing that we are gentlemen, let 
us remove the limit. [Laughter.] 

1\Ir. WARREN. How did the game go on? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I am going to tell you. The polka dots 

lost out. 
Mr. WARREN. As they ought to. 

' l\Ir DOLLIVER No; I will tell you what the Board of Gen­
er.al Appraisers in this case said. They said : 

The suggestion that the construction lea-Os to the imposition of a 
duty which i emrbitant in amount and prohibitory in results is one 
that is more properly addresl?ed to the Congress. 

And that gave me the idea that I <>ught to present it here. 
Possibly I was mistaken. l\Iaybe the appraisers did not know 
into what a state Congress· had come; maybe they did ~ot 
ham it in their minds that Congress could get into such 
shape that e\erything is framed in solid framework in advance, 
not to be disturbed by any suggestion from any quarter. I am 
afraid there will be a good many he:irtburnings when this 
comedy is o>er. I do n want to be around near the seat of 
my honored friend from Delaware [l\Ir. rru PONT] when his 
potatoes, with tears in their eyes, going out of the bill, meet 
the tockings of the SenatoJ.· from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. PENROSE] 
coming in. [Laughter.] 

I believe the Board of Appraisers were right, and that the 
time has come to wipe out these absurd provisions of our tariff. 
When I suggested strilring a similar proTision for " in part " 
from the metal schedule the other day, I again incurred the 
di pleasure of the Senator from Rhode Island, who stated that 
it had been in our tariff .so long it ought to remain there, and 
that if it were not tor that provision some wicked importer 
might succeed in bringing in fishhooks with feather flie' a.S 
feathers, or sieves or something else in part of metal, at the 
rates they should come in under .according to the material of 
which they were chiefly made. The truth is, the e nn.cient 
u catch-all" provisions for "in part of" deserve to be denounced 
as the most vicious and unequal tariff provisions ever de-rtsed, 
and no matter what they were origlna.lly worked into our tariffs 
for, th~y should no longer remain. Their only purpose now is 
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to serve for excuses to classify any articles " in part of metal," 
or "in part of wool," and so forth, at rates of duty higher .. than 
the Congress intends to put upon them. In all cases where two 
or more rates are applicab1e the higher rate must be applied; 
and no matter how absurd or unreasonable the classification 
and rate so fixed, if a merchant succeeds in getting a fair 
ruling from the Board of General Appraisers, or the courts over-­
ruling these ridiculous classifications, there seem to be some w:q.o 
will still claim that the courts are in the wrong in making 
a sensible decision, and that the merchants are "committing 
frauds" upon the Government in thus trying to protect their 

,rights. It seems to be for this reason that an attempt is to 
be made to create a new customs court of appeals, to take these 
cases from the federal courts. . ' 

And so, Mr. President, I have in the amendment asked i1 e 
Senate to make this compensatory duty, which is intended to 
reimburse the domestic manufacturers for the extra price they 
are compelled to pay for their wool by reason of the wool tariff, 
assessable only on the wool in the goods. I want the assess­
ment of these articles made, not on the weight of the article, 
which may contain many things beside wool, but upon the 
weight of the wool contained in the article; and then I add a 
proviso, applicable to the wool schedule, that when things come 
in they shall be assessed according to what they are, and if 
they have wool in them that the assessment shall be made on 
that wool upon the basis of the wool contents· which they ex­
hibit. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the vote on the amendment be 
taken by. yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the ron. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Owing to 
my general pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina 
[.Mr. Trr.LMAN], I withhold my vote. ' 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER], 
who is detained from the Senate Chamber, and therefore with­
hold my vote. 

.Mr. JONES (when his name was called). On the preceding 
Tote, as well as on all the other votes of the day, I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). On this \ote 
I am paired with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN], 
and vote. I vote " yea." 

Mr. ALDRICH (when Mr. WETMORE'S name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. WETMORE] is temporarily detained from the 
Chamber. He is paired on this vote with the junior Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY]. My colleague, if present, would 
vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr: BANKHEAD. I am paired with the junior Senator from 

Nevada [Mr. NIXON]. I make this announcement for the rest 
of the day. 

Mr. SCOTT. My colleague [Mr. ELKINS] is unavoidably de- -
tained from the Chamber. He is paired with the junior Sen­
ator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. I make this announcement 

· now without having to repeat it during the day. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. I transfer my pair with the senior 

Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] to the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. SMITH], and vote. I vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 30, nays 42, as follows : 

Bacon 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Clay 

Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 

Culberson 
Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Fost er 
Frazier 
Gore 

Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
du Pont 
Flint 

YEAS-30. 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Overman 

NAYS-42. 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 
Lodge. 
Mccumber 
McEnery 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 

NOT VOTING-19. 
Bailey Frye Nixon 
Bankhead Guggenheim Owen _ 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Paynter 
Daniel Jones Richardson 
Elkins New lands Shively 

So Mr. DoLLIVER's amendment was rejected. 

Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 

Perkins 
Piles 
Root 
Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 

Smith, Mich. 
Smith, S. C. 
Tillman 
Wetmore 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be 
agreed to--

1\:lr. ALDRICH. Let the paragraph be agreed to. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to offer a substitute for it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa 

offers an amendment, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. As a substitute for paragraph 374 it is pro. 

posed to insert the following : 
374. Woolen or worsted cloths, woolen or worsted shawls, and all 

manufactures of every description made wholly or in pa.rt of 'Yool, 
worsted the hair of the goat, alpaca, or other animals not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, valued at not exceeding 40 
cents per pound, 35 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 35 per 
cent ad valorem · valued at above 40 cents per pound and not exceedmg 
60 cents per poUnd, 35 cents per pound and 40 per cent a<;t valo~c:n; 
valued above 60 cents per pound, 45 cents per pc;>und, and m addition 
thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I offer a substitute for this 
paragraph, because it has, among other things, the sacredness of 
age and the marks of authority. _It was the paragraph prepared 
by the Senate Finance Committee in 1888, a short time prior to 
the enactment of the McKinley law, by the honored Senator 
from Rhode Island· and my former colleague, the venerable 
Senator Allison. It was reported by the committee after ex­
haustive investigation. It was presented to the Senate in . an 
admirable report which bears the name of the Senator from 
Rhode Island and commanded every Republican \Ote in this 
body. It is materially below the level of the rates now pro­
posed, and yet not very much. I offer it in the vain hope that 
those who respect antiquity and are prone to follow authority 
will not find it in violation of their sense of duty to vote for 
an amendment which two years before the McKinley bill was 
enacted commanded the support of every Republican in the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, this paragraph which has 
been presented, was, I think, a part of the bill of 1888, but it is 
an entirely different scheme. It is a different scheme as to 
wools and a different scheme as to woolens. It has no place 
here. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator is in error in supposing that 
the scheme is different in any way. It is the scheme of the 
McKinley bill, and the McKinley bill was _ the scheme of 1888, 
because the only thing that the Ways and Means Committee did 
was to take the great bill prepared by the Senator from Rhode 
Island and make a few immaterial amendments to it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment be 
again reported. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 
Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 

Iowa what is the proportion of reduction that he recognizes in 
the proposed amendment? . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator will read the bill, paragraph 
374 he will see it says that where the value is not more than 
40 ~ents per pound the duty shall be three times the duty im­
posed by this section on account of wools of the unwashed 
class. . 

This makes a specific assesment of 35 cents per pound, and it 
is a very substantial variation of that duty. 

Mr. ·BACON. What is the conclusion the Senator reaches 
about that as to the proportion, approximately? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have a computation made here, which I 
will insert "in the RECORD. I have already passed it up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I repeat that this was perhaps the provision 
in the bill of 1888. It was not the McKinley rates. When they 
were offered here and became the Jaw they were entirely differ­
ent from these and were upon a different scheme. The Senate 
act, to which the Senator refers, had a different scheme as to 
wools and woolens. This is taking out one part-a disjointed 
piece-which is entirely unlike the present law. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator speaks of it as an act. It was 
a bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was never enacted. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. It was a bill drawn with such care and 

such a wise regard to the American public that we fought that 
campaign upon it under General Hnrrison's leadership. This 
is not an isolated passage, and I will do that which lies within 
the reach of any man to see what difference there is between 
the scheme of the act of 1890 and the Senate amendment to the 
Mills bill in 1888. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The act reported in the House by l\Ir. Mc­
Kinley did not incorporate these provisions at all. It incor­
porated provision of an entirely different character, so that 
these suggestions, based upon lower rates on wool, were a part 
of the scheme never adopted by the Senate, except as a sub­
stitute for the Mills bill. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. The Senator from Rhode Island asks us 
to go back to the McKinley bill, and I differ · with him . only in 

• 
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desiring to go back sixteen months further, and I took the 
testimony of Mr. Dale to show that the sixteen months <lid not 
make any difference in that industry; . which would< make it im­
proper to go back to authentic information. I have been ac­
cused on this tloor of wanting in honoring the memory o:l! a 
man who was once my· colleague on this floor--

Mn. BACON. As the S-enator from Iowa bases his conten­
tion for the support of this amendment upon the statement that 
it is the SOtlndest Republican doctrine an~ that every Republican 
should vote. for it, it is proper that I should say a word some­
what along the line of what I have already said to the Senate 

In voting- for this amendment, I do· not do so because I think 
that is- the rate at which the duty should be assessed. I recog­
niZe it as a. Republican rate, not a rate· in accordance with 
Democratic views as to what the rates: of tariff should be~ 

NOT VOTING-18. 
Balley Elkins, McLaurin 
Bankhead Flint Owen 
Clarke; Ark. Frye Richardson 
Culberson - .Bale Shively 
Daniel Jones- Smith,, Aich. · 

So .l\fr. DoLL!VER's amendment was rejeeted. 
The- paragraph was agreed to. 

Smith, S. C. 
Tillman 
Wetmore 

. The- SECRETARY. Paragraph 375, blankets, flannels, and so 
forth. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. · I desire to offer a- substitute for the para­
graph. 

The- SEeRETARY. In lieu of paragraph 375 ft ls proposed to 
insert the following-: 

375. Blankets and flannels f-0r undei:wea.r~ composed wholly.· or in 
part or wool, valnecf at not more than 40 cents· per pound, 22 cents 
per pound on the woof contained therein, and in· addition thereto 30' per 
cent ad valorem ;. valued at. more than 40 cents" and not more. than 50 
cents pel" pound, 33 cents per pound on tlie wool contained therein, and 
in addition thereto 35 per cent ad valorem. Blankets composed wholly 
or in part of wool, valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 33 cents 
per· pound on the wool contained therein, and in. addition thereto 40 
per cent ad valorem.. Flannels composed wholly or in part ot wool, 
valued at above 50 cents per pound,. shalI be classified ancf pay the 
same duties as w~men's and children's dress goods. 

In other words, Mr. Presiden . I shall support it bBC.ause I 
regar<f it as a less· evil than the provision in the present bill. 
1! reeognize that there are gradations: of evil irr the protective 
tariff as there are gradati0ns of goad irr the revenue- tarift'. I 
do not recognize gradations of good; in the protectiv~tarift' sys­
tem. In other wol!ds, I think it is bad and worse,, and not better 
and good.. Therefore; I shall,. 1n the exercise of the discretion 
and judgment which I have as to which is the· least oppressive 
·to the people, vote :for the amendment of the Senator from The PRESIDENT pro- tempore. The question is on agreeing 
Iowa; as the least of tlie two evils-not enly' as to this amend'- to the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa. 
ment, but I wish this statementr to stand as to other amendments Mr~ DOLLIVER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
ef which he has given: notice. But, speaking- of all 6:ti them as The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
an abstract proposition, Ii should be opposed to them,. and I to call the roll.. 
only vote for them because of their relation to th other· and Mr. FLINT (when his name was called}. I am paired with 
l think it proper that I shouldJ state that before his sch~dule the seni-0r Senator from Texas [Mr CULBERSON], who i.s absent. 
shall have tleen disposed of I propose-· to offer amendments, If he were present, I should vote "nay." · 
which I have already offered, which shall express the 'kate of Mr. JONES (when his name was called). ]. am paired with 
duties which we- think ·are proper rates of duty upon this- the· junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. If be 
schedule. - were present, I should vote." nay." 

Mr. STONE:, Mr. President, in tb.e timely declaration of th-e The roll call was concluded. 
Senator from Georgi~ I think he might with. entire· propriety Mr. NlXONi (after· ha-ving voted in the negative). I under· 
ha ye gone a step :further and assumed that he was speaking· for· . s.tand that lam paired witfi the junior Senator. fnom Alabama 
hiS: colleagues on thisi side.. [Mr. BANKHEAD]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BACON. r _have had-no opportunity to be. put. in a; pos!- The result was announced-yeas. 31, nays 43 a:s follows: 
tion where I could assume to- do1 so.- I had a few moments YEAS-31. 
ago said I believed my position was. shared by otherS' en this: Bacon cummt.rur ;r efinston, A.la. 
side. I · am glad t(} have the statement ot: the. Senator from Beveridge ~~iil~er ~l~et;e. 

Owen 
Payn tel' 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 

:Missouri to thaf effect. ~~~w Fletcher- Martin 
The PRNSIDENT pro tern.pore. The question is on agi.'eeing Blll'kett ~~~!~r ~~:~ 

to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 8f;p~berlaln Gore Newlands 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. On tha'f I ask for tfi.e· yeas and nays. Clay Ifoghes Overman· 
The yeas and nays· were ordered, andi the Secretary pro­

eeeded to call the· roll. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). Again r 

announce my pair witli the senior' Senator from South Caro.lina 
[Mr. TILLMAN]. If fie were present, I should vote " nay." 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name waH en.lied}. I am paired· 
with the junior Senator fronr Michigan [Mr. SMITH], and: 
therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Aldrich 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Bur ton 
Carter 

NAYS-43. 
Clark, Wro. Gamble 
Crane Guggenhefm· 
Crawford Heyburn 
Cullom ;f-ohnson, N. Dak.. 
Curtis. Kean 
Depew Lodge 
Dick: MeCumber 
Dillingham McEnery 
Dixon Oliver 
du· Pont Page 

· Gallinger Penrose 
NOT VOTrNG-17-r 

Perkins­
Piles 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 

s~~¥i~~P~N 
Warner 
Warren· 

Mi:. DILLINGHAM. I take occasion to transfer my general: 
pair with the senior· Senator from South Carolina [Mr. '.L'ILLMA.N] · 

-to the senior Senator from Maine EMr: HALE] for the entire ~ail:h d ~~~s ~~~rdson 
day. I _will make no further announcement of· if. I will <vote. C~ke~rk~ Frye- Shively 

Tillman 
Wetmore 

I \Ote "nay." Culber on Ha.le Smith, S. C. 
:Mr. FLThTT (after having voted in tfie negative). I findl Daniel J"ones Stone-

that the senior Senator from Texas [M:n. CULBERSON] has not So Mr. Dor.LIVER,.s amendment was rejected. 
voted. I have a general pair with that. S-enator,. and tlierefore' The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The paragraph is agreed to. 
withdraw my vote. . l\Ir. DOLLIVER.. To what paragraph does the Chair refe.:n? 

The result was announced-yeas 30, nays 431 as follows: The· PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph, 375. 

Bacon Cummins 
Beveridge Davis 
Bristow Dolliver. 
Brown Fletcher 
Burkett Foster 
Chamberlain Frazier 
Clapp Gore 
Clay Hughes 

Aldrich Clark, Wyo. 
Borah Crane 
Bourne Crawford 
Bradley· Cullom 
Brandegee Curtis 
BrJggs Depew 
Bulkeley Dick 
Burnham Dillingham 
Burrows Dixon 
Burton du Pont 
CarteD Gallinger 

YEJAS-3:0. Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire, before the paragraph is agreed to, 
to offer an amendment as a substitute for it. 

Johnston~ Ala. 
La Follette 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
Newlands' 
Overman 
Paynter 

NAYS-43. 
Gamble 
Guggenheim· 
Heyburn 
;fohnson, N. Dak. 
Kean 
Lodge 
Mccumber 
McElnery 
Nixon. 
Oliver 
Page 

Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylo1" 

Penrose 
Perkins-
Piles. 
Root 
Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an open question. 
l\fr. CLAPP. I understand the Senator from Iowa has a num­

ber of these amendments. Are they in such a form that we 
might, perhaps, vote on them all with one- roll' call? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I find upon examination that they are not 
exactly in that !orm.. There are only two or three more of 
them, and we will be through with them in a very few minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
an amendment, which ·will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 375 
and to insert a new paragraph 375, as follows: 

375. 'Flannels, blankets, and hats,, composed wholly or in part of 
wool,. the hair of the goat, alpaca:, or other a nimal , valued at not e-x­
ceeding 30 cents per pound, 10 cents per pound; valued at above 30 
cents per pound and not eXCeeding 40 cents per pound, 12 cents per 
pound ; valued at above 40 cents per pound and not exceeding 60 cents 
per pound~ 18 cents per pound; and in addition thereto, upon . aJl the 



\ 
l 

1909. - CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 3037 
above-named articles, 35 per oont ad valorem; valued at above 60 cents 
per pound, 45 cents per pound, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. ' Mr. President, I desire the Senate to under­
stund distinctly that this amendment is the prevailing phrase­
ology of paragraph 355 of the Allison-Aldrich bill of 1888. I 
desire to say further that the Sena.tor from Rhode Island is in 
error when he says that there was any difference in the wool 
duties on the scheme and schedule of that bill as compared 
to the McKinley Act or the present proposed bill that would 
explain this vanation in the duties on blankets and these cheap 
cloths. -

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from 'Iowa is mistaken in his 
last statement. The duty on wools of the third class by the 
act of 1888 was 21 cents a pound. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly; but--
Mr. ALDRICH. Any Senator at all familiar with the classi­

fication of wools. knows that third-class wools then, as now, 
enter largely into the manufacture of blankets-more largely 
than any other class of wools. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is true, possibly, of some kind of 
blankets, and especially horse blankets; but the duty on first 
and second class wool---

Mr. ALDRICH. On all blankets. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. It is exactly now as in 1888. 
Mr. ALDRICH. On the first and second, but not on the third 

class. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. The duty on all these nails, wastes, and 

by-products is exactly the same. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I beg the Senator's pardon; I have the 

bill before me. 
Mr. ALDRICH. So have I. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. On top waste, roving waste, slubbing 

waste, garnetted waste, 30 cents per pound, just as that duty, 
although they did make a small concession in behalf of woolen 
rags, making them 10 cents, as I desired to do yesterday, but 
I encountered a storm of indignation from the Senator from 
Utah and the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. SMOOT. The duty on woolen rags is 10 cents a pound 
now. What the Senator from Iowa wanted was 6 cents. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I ought to have had it 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator was not stating the facts as they 

were; that is all. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, Mr. President, the act of 1888 re­

ceived at the hands of the wisest and best men we had then 
not a few days' attention nor a few weeks, but attention month 
after month, day and night, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
will testify. What I ask now is that he permit me to make 
the same criticism of the bill that is pending here that he and 
l\lr. Allison made of the· Mills bill, that it put the heaviest 
duties upon the blankets and clothing of the humble people of 
the United States who were not able to bear them. That is 
demagogy now, and a man almost gets out of his party for 
saying that now. Yet the criticism hurled by the Senator from 
Rhode Island on the Mills bill was that by making uniform 
rat~s of duty it bore with such hardship on the poor that the 
Senate had rendered the country a real service when they 
modified those rates. 

But I do not care to debate it. I simply desire the yeas and 
nays on the proposition to go back to the Allison bill rather than 
to some subsequent or previous measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this amendment the 
Senator from Iowa demands the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FLINT (when his name was 'Called). I again anneunce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FOSTER (after having voted in the affirmative). I in­

quire if the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. MCCUMBER] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the Senator has not voted .. 

Ur. FOSTER. Then I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. FLINT. I am paired with the senior Senator from 

Texas [Mr. Cui.BERSON]. I transfer that pair to the junior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. DIXON] and vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 29, nays 43ct as follows: 

Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
B1·own 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 

YEAS-29. 
Clay 
Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Frazier 
Gore 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 

La Follette 
:McLaurin 
Martin 
Nelson 
New lands 
Overman 
Owen 
P.aynter 

Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 

Aldrich 
&rah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 

N.AYS-43. 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble 
Crane Guggenheim 
Crawford Heyburn 
Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. 
Curtis Kean 
Depew Lodge 
Dick McEnery 
Dillingham Nixon 
du Pont Oliver 
Flint Page 
Gallinger Penrose 

NOT VOTING-19 
Bailey Elkins Jones 
Clarke, A.rk. Fletcher Mccumber 
Culberson Foster Money 
Daniel Frye Richardson 
Dixon Hale Shively 

So Mr. DoLLIVEB's amendment was rejected. 

Perkins 
Piles 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 

Smith, S. C. 
Stone 
Tillman 
Wetmore 

~The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph is agreed to. 
The Secretary will read the next paragraph . 
.Mr. OWEN. Before the paragraph fs agreed to, I desire to 

offer an amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is offering an 

amendment to paragraph 375? 
.Mr. OWEN. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regard the 

paragraph as open. 
Mr. SCOTT. I thought paragraph 375 had been adopted. 

It will have to be reconsidered if the Senator wants to move to 
amend it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regai'd the 
question as open . 

.Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Oklahoma rose before the 
agreement was announced. 

Mr. OWEN. I do not think it is absolutely essential for a 
Senator to rise in his place instantly in order to offer an amend­
ment. and I do not agree to the rule of the Senate ~mggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

:Mr. LODGE. I quite agree if it had been agreed to it ought 
to be left open, and I think the Senator was before the time. 

Mr. OWEN. I was simply answering the suggestion' of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that it might not be offered even 
if it had been agreed to. · 

Mr. LODGE. I did not mean to suggest that at all. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed 

by the Senator from Oklahoma will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of para­

graph 375 the following: 
That the rate fixed on all articles enumeI"at.ed in this paragraph shall 

be reduced 5 per cent per annum of the rate fixed in thifl act, annually 
on June 30, for each of the next ensuing ten fiscal years: Provided, 
That if such graduated reduction shall cause a diminution of the annual 
revenue from any one or more of the above enumerated articles, the 
President is authorized and directed to fix the rate on any such article 
or articles at the point at which such article or articles severally 
are found to have the greatest normal revenue-prodacmg poweT, but 
not at a rate higher than the rate fixed in thls act: Provid.ea further, 
That the rate shall not be reduced or fixed below the point at which 
it would produce an amount equal to the diJierence in the cost of the 
production of any such article in the United States or abroad. 

.Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I shall not ask for a yea-and-nay 
vote on this proposed amendment. I -shall be content with its 
being voted down by the majority, by the usual majority sup­
porting the committee. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I think it is desirable to have a yea-and-nay 
vote on the proposition. I would be very glad to have a yea­
and-nay vote. 

Mr. OWEN. I have no objection to a yea-and-nay vote. Be­
fore that is taken, I shall therefore briefly explain its purport. 

The theory of the majority, as expressed by the platform of 
1904, is as follows : 

The measure of protection should always at ·least equal the difference­
in the cost of production at home and abroad. 

The platform of 1908 asserts that-
In all tariff legislation the true principle of .protection ls best main­

tained by the imposition of such duties as ~ will equal the difference 
between the cost of production at home and abroad, together with a 
reasonable profit-

And so forth. 
Now, Mr. President, in the particular paragraph on blankets 

and flannel for underwear, paragraph 375, the rates run fr'om 
107.60 per cent on blankets valued at not more than 40 cents 
per pound up to 165 per cent on blankets more than 3 yards 
in length valued at more than 40 cents per pound. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate and· of the country 
to the actual labor cost in blankets. The report of Carroll D. 
Wright, to which I have heretofore called attention, on the 
matter of blankets in case No. 390, puts the labor cost at 15 per 
cent of the value of the product, and yet this bill puts the tariff 
at oYer 100 per cent on the bald pretense of protecting American 
labor. 
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In case No. 391 of blankets the total cost of labor in trans­
forming the materials is 15 per cent, and yet the pending bill 
puts this rate at exceeding 100 per cent on the pretense of pro­
tecting .American labor. 

In case No. 392 the total labor cost is 18 per cent, and yet 
this bill puts the rate at · over 100 per cent on the pretense of 
protecting labor. 

The Senator from Rhode Island, representing the Committee 
on Finance, on last :Nlonday stated on the floor of the Senate 

. that the labor cost was 80 to 90 per cent of all these pr<;>ducts 
in the face of this official report in answer to a resolution of the 
Senate saying that the labor cost of these blankets is 15 per 
cent, and yet a rate of 165 per cent is put upon the blankets in 
order to give a monopoly to those who manufacture blankets in 
this countI·y and enable them to levy a tax upon people who 
must use blankets for their protection against the inclemency 
of winter's weather. 

Mr. C.ARTER. Nir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Oklahoma yield to the Senator from l\fontaria? 
filr. OWEN. With great pleasure. 
lifr. CARTER. I ask the Senator whether in his judgment 

the proposal presented by his amendment could not be made 
applioable to every paragraph in this bill; that is, vest in the 
President discretion to reduce duties below the rate fixed in 
the paragraph when in his judgment the revenue would not 
thereby be impairoo and the best revenue-producing point could 
be reached? 

l\'lr. OWEN. Undoubtedly, :Nfr. President, that could be done. 
l\fr. CARTER. Then, Mr. President, I desire to ask the 

Senator if it would not be more simple to make the tariff bill 
consist of about three sentences, providing that the ad valorem 
rate on all articles presented to the custom houses for entrance 
into the United States should be fixed at, say, 200 per cent, pro­
vided that the President may reduce the rate below that amount 
when in his discretion the public revenues will thereby be bene­
fited? 

l\fr. OWEN. Has the Senator concluded? 
Mr. CARTER. I have concluded. Why engage in these mul~ 

tifarious paragraphs and subdivisions if we could prescribe a 
maximum ad valorem duty for the admission of all articles at 
the custom-houses, leaving the discretion with the President to 
reduce the duties when in his opinion such reductions would 
not impair the revenue, but would reach the best revenue­
producing point upon each article? 

Mr. GALLINGER. A sliding scale. 
Mr. CARTER. A sliding scale. In other words, we could not 

tell from day to day what the duty would be next week on any 
particular article unless we were advised ' of what the Presi­
dent's opinion might be at that future date~ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
Mr. OWEN. I will answer the Senator from Montana first 

and yield to the Sena tor from Indiana second. 
In answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Montana, I 

reply that legislative power can not be vested in the Executive. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
Mr. OWEN. Excuse me, Mr. President. I will answer the 

Senator from Montana first and yield to the Senator from Mon­
tana second. 

Executive power is Tested in the executive and legislative 
power is vested in the legislative branch of the Government. 
No one understands that more distinctly than the Senator from 
Oklahoma. · 

But it is not Testing in the President of the United States 
legislath"e power when he is directed by the legislative power 
to do a certain thing in a certain contingency. I will place in 
the RECORD the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States on that pOint for the information of the Senate and, 
incidentally, for the information of the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President-- · 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Okla­

homa yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. OWEN. I yield, with pleasure. 
Mr. CARTER. If a legislative power can be vested in the 

President, as this amendment proposes, why not a considerable 
amount of legislative power or all legislative power? 

Mr. OWEN. 1\Ir. President, I will answer the Senator from 
Montana by calling his attention to the fact that this very bill 
proposes to vest in the President the right to reduce a pro­
posed additional 25 per cent tax upon all goods at his discretion, 
and if the objection to my proposed amendment of the Senator 
from Montana is well taken, it is equally . well taken to the 
25 per cent maximum and minimum amendment of the com­
mittee itself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? 
l\Ir. OWEN. I will, with pleasure. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator make this distinc­

tion, that in the case of the maximum and minimum provision to 
which he is now calling attention, as in the case of the maxi­
mum and minimum provision in on~ section of the present law, 
the legislature fixes its will and the Executire becomes the 
instrument of the legislature in applying that will under cer­
tain contingencies, whereas in the amendment the Senator pro­
poses the President is not directed to fix any specific rates, thus 
carrying out specifically the legislative will as its executive 
instrument, but is ·authorized to fix rates of his own? The 
Senator observes that distinction. 

Mr. OWEN. I do not. 
.Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then of course--
.Nir. OWEN. There is a distinction without · a difference, 

l\:Ir. President. The spirit and purpose of both is substantially 
the same, that the legislative will is recorded and the Executive 
is required to carry it out. Every Executive must exercise 
some degree of discretion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the first thing I observe in the Sen­
a tor's amendment is that from line 7 to the semicolon on line 
11 it authorizes the President to perform all the legislative 
power which we might perform ourselves. Of course, the 
Senator can perceive that fixing the tariff rates at whatever 
we like is purely a legislative power. This authorizes and di­
rects the President not to apply a definite and specific rate 
fixed by ourselves, but any rate that he sees fit to fix in his dis­
cretion. In other words, the executive mind is directed to per­
form the functions of the legislative mind. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
Mr. OWEN. I will yield with pleasure to the Senator from 

Montana when I have answered his colleague from Indiana. 
In this particular paragraph, item 1, blankets not more than 40 
cents per pound, the legislative will is 107.6 per cent ad 
valorem. The legislative will under my proposed amendment 
next year would be 5 per cent less, which is as absolutely and 
mathematically an expression of the legislative will as it is pos­
sible to give. So, in each succeeding year the diminution is 
mathematically accurate, with a proviso, however, that when 
it goes below the maximum revenue-producing point it shall no 
longer be lowered, but the legislative will requires it to be defi­
nitely fixed at the maximum revenue-producing point found by 
means of this series of successive reductions. Therefore the 
Executive would be merely carrying out the legislative will and 
he would be an Executive and not a legislator. I yield to the 
Sena tor . from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] presents the facts upon a minimum rate with which 
the discretion of the President may operate; the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN] presents a maximum rate, and leaves 
the President with unrestrained discretion down to nothing or a 
complete abolition of duty altogether. I will say to the Senator 
from Oklahoma that, in the case of the reciprocity agreement, 
it will be remembered that a treaty was required in order to 
put the new rate into effect. The Constitution provides that 
treaties shall constitute the supreme law of the land; and I 
doubt very much whether, without consulting Congress ·or fram­
ing a treaty, it will be competent for the President of the United 
States, even under the minimum and maximum provisions, to 
change a rate of duty where the Constitution vests the supreme 
power in Congress in this matter of taxation. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr~ President, I will now, with the permission 
of the Senator from Montana, ask him a question. How does 
he justify 165 per cent ad valorem when the cost of labor in 
the material is but 15 per cent? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I was one of the auditors of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] last night, and 
heard him - remark that the cost to the manufacturer of agri­
cultural implements had increased, as far as steel products 
were concerDed, over 100 per cent since the Dingley law went into 
operation. I could have assisted him somewhat on that in an­
other illustration. The cost of wool has increased during the 
operation of the Dingley law 260 per cent, and measured by 
the price of wool to-day it has increased 275 per cent. The 
increase in the cost of the raw material was the difference 
between the conditions, doubtless, to which the Senator i:efers 
and conditions that have come to pass under the present law. · 

Mr. OWEN. I do not know whether or not the Senator from 
Montana intends to be humorous, but I should like him to make 
an answer to my question. 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to know what the Senator from 
Oklahoma refers to specifically. I undoubtedly assume that the 
Senator: has in his mind some peculiar phase of industrial life, 
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where a particular by-product, · or some article, is produced at I a month, while out in our country he must have as good a bill 
15 cents, for instance, and that the duty, according to his of fare as they give in the ordinary hotel in Washington, or he 
method of calculation of the matter, amounts to what-60 per will not stay by the job. These differences from the beginning 
cent? • must be computed and considered, in order to ascertain the ele-

Mr. OWEN. To 160 per cent. ments of cost. · 
Mr. CARTER. To 160 per cent; or the duty, for instance, on Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, they were considered as far as 

wool at 11 cents. justified by common sense when the calculation was made by 
Mr. OWEN. The Senator evidently did not hear my question. Carroll D. Wright. He puts the labor cost of producing yarn, 
Mr. CARTER. I wanted to say to the Senator that the duty for example, to which I call the Senator's attention, and which 

on wool, as the price stood with us in 1897, is now in the neigh- bears directly upon this matter-because I call his attention to 
borhood of 200 per cent, and yet it is a perfectly fair duty and the fact that even as to woolen yarn Carroll D. Wright, in Table 
the country has prospered under its operations. In the case 430, puts the cost of the labor of transforming materials at 2.6 
doubtless in the mind of the Senator the application of a duty cents per pound for No. 1 yarn and 45.22 per cent for the cost 
of 100 per cent instead of 60 per cent would, by its fruits, justify of material, less than 6 per cent of the cost of the finished prod:. 
the levy. uct being for labor. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from Mr. BACON. Will 1;he Senator from Oklahoma permit ·me 
Montana, in fixing the rates on the paragraph in question, not to ask the Senator from Montana one question, not to interrupt 
to be guided by the difference in the cost of production at home further than a question? 
and abroad at all? Mr. OWEN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the highest markets this Mr. BACON. Does the Senator from Montana think that, -in 
country has ever been inflicted . with, so far as the consumer order that the sheep herders of Montana shall be furnished 
is concerned, have been the markets when controlled by the with board on the scale of a Washington hotel, the price of wool 
foreign manufacturer and jobber. The Senator from Oklahoma should be raised to all the consumers of the United States, so 
well knows that when we shipped in iron rails here of English that that purpose may be effected? 
manufacture we paid $130 a ton for them and more. Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, if you eliminate the sheep 

Mr. GALLINGER. We paid $170 a ton at one time. herder of the country altogether and cut out the 311,000,000 
Mr. CARTER. Yes; at one time we paid $170 a ton. we did pounds of wool we contribute to the factories of the country, 

not manufacture a single steel rail in this country. To-day, you will pay more for your wool than you are paying for it 
under this "oppressive tariff" to which the Senator refers, to-day. · 
we are buying the best steel rails manufactured in the world Mr. BACON. But the Senator from Montana d~s not deem 
for about 15 per cent of the cost of the old iron rails. it wise to answer that question yes or no. 

Mr. OWEN. And about $8 a ton more than the manufac- Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia pro-
turers sell the same·rails to foreigners, Mr. President. poses to settle a great, far-reaching economic question with the 

Mr. CARTER.. Mr. President--. answer "yes " or "no." That, I think, is one of the elementary 
Mr. OWEN. Our people pay about $8 more than the foreign- difficulties with the Senator's school of political economy in deal­

ers pay for the same rails. The Senator from Montana how- ing with these questions. Each matter is taken in an isolated 
ever, has not answered my question. I ask him whether 'or not state, without any reference whatever to the surrounding condi­
he thinks the difference in the cost of production in this coun- tions and circumstances; for instance, the ·standard of living, 
try and abroad shall control in these matters, and I have illus- the standard of ci~ilization, the education of the people, the 
trated it by pointing out that the labor cost on these woolen manner· of feeding and clothing them in this country, we think 
goods is only 15 to 20 per cent, and yet the tariff is put as high ought to be maintained. The maintenance of the standard, how­
as 165 per cent. . . . ever, embraces certain costs in every avenue of life and en-

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, undoubtedly the purpose of deavor which do not apply · to the rice-eating millions of 
legislation on the _protective basis is to equalize the difference China; yet, if the Senator's theory should be carried into 
in the cost of production here and abroad.. effect, the cotton of Georgia and South Carolina, instead of 

Mr. OWEN. Now, Mr. President, I call the S<mator's atten- being manufactured in that country into merchantable shape, 
tion to the fact that the cost of labor in these blankets is from would be shipped to China, where the labor ·determines the 
15 to 20 per cent; and I ask him how he justifies putting upon element of cost to the best possible advantage of anywhere in 
them, over and above the total cost of American labor, an addi- the world. 
tional tariff of from 80 to 14<J per cent ad valorem up · to 100 Mr. BACON. The Senator from Montana well knows the 
to 165 per cent duty? fact, Mr. President, that the labor employed in the production of 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Oklahoma is cotton does not receive the hundredth part of a mill of benefit 
calculating the hard-time wages of 1897 and 1898 as the basis from the protective tariff. 
of the American wages, and comparing them with the wages Mr. _CARTER. I refer to the cotton mills, Mr. ~resident. It 
abroad of to-day. is not a new idea. As a matter of fact, the cotton of the .Missis-

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, on the contrary, I am agreeing, sippi Valley has been for over ten years .in process of shipment 
so far as this calculation is concerned, that the labor cost of ap along the Mississippi River to St. Paul; thence across the 
the European product Is absolutely nothing, and I call the at- country to Seattle; thence across the ocean to Japan, where 
tention of the Sena.tor from Montana that the increase of wool cotton fabrics are .being manufactured by labor so low that it 
price since 1898, the date of Commissioner of Labor Wright's is appalling to contemplate the reduction of American workmen 
report, up to 1907 has not been greater than the reported in- to the standard; and if you take down the bai;riers and consider 
crease of labor, so his percentages are not affected by such these workmen separate and apart from the civilization and 
changes. conditions under which we live, of course you would, as a pure 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it was pretty nearly nothing matter of economy, leave the southern people to raise the cotton, 
in this country on the date the Senator's .figures were made. In dismantle the' factories in the South and in New Eogland, and 
1897 there were men in the country who could not get a day's ship the cotton to the Orient, where it can be manufactured 
work if they were willing to take a plate of soup as compen- cheapest. _ 
sation. Mr. BACON. Is that the Senator's answer to my question 

Mr . . OWEN. Mr. President, that does not answer the ques- whether or not the sheep herder of Montana should be furni~hed 
tion at all, because the labor wages of that time-in 1897-are Washington City hotel board at the expense of the people of 
clearly shown; and while it is true that in 1896 the market the United States? 
price of .the whole world was at a low tide because ot the pre- Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, that sheep herder is entitled 
ceding panic of 1893, it is not true that the cost of labor in per- to good treatment. He is fl part of a mighty system; he is a 
centages to value of product is now above what it then was. part of the econ<?IDY of. the country. It is believed that, in 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. J>resident, in the production of a blanket order to maintain a suppleip.ental food supply to put the counb·y 
the Senator wishes to. make the coJDp;irison with the last man where it can raise its own clothing, and thus maintain a certain 
who touches the blanket in the factory. In order to estimate coveted m~sure· of' industrial i~dependence, that even at the ~x­
the cost of production it is necessary to go back to the sheep pense of paying our sheep herders more than the South African 
herder on the plains. That sheep herd~r in our competing coun- native gets, we ought still to keep them employed. . : . 
try in South Africa receives $3.66 a month, while out on the ~:r. BACON . . If the_ Senator :from Oklahoma will pardon 
plains in this country he . r~eives $40 a · month. Down in South me-and I will not trespass further on his time-I want to 
Africa ;tie receives a sack of corn and a sheep to board him for say to the Senator fr-0m Montana that it is indeed a mighty 
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system which is so compact · and so powerful that it can levy 
taxes upon 85,000,000 people in order · to. benefit less than 
5,000,000. 

l\1r. CARTER. Mr. President, may I nQw ask the Senator 
from Georgia a question? 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I yield to the Senator from 
Montana to ask a question of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank the Senator from Oklahoma. I 
inquire of the Senator from Georgia whether he would, in 
order to get ·wool cheaper, reduc·e the American sheep herder 
to $3.66 a month in open competition with the South African 
native? 

Mr. BACON. I would put the Montana sheep herder exactly 
where the Georgia cotton laborer is-making his living by the 
sweat of his brow, and receiving pay according to the value of , 
his labor. I do not propose to ask that the people of Mo.ntana 
shall be taxed for the purpose of paying the wages of the 
Georgia cotton laborer, nor do I desire that the people of Georgia 
shall be taxed in order to pay the wages of the Montana sheep 
herder. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I hope the Montana sheep 
herder will never be compelled to work for the wages paid the 
Georgia cotton-field .hand. I wish his wages could be better; 
but the cotton production is, I think, the greatest monopoly of 
all the crops in the world, and I am glad we have the monopoly 
in the United States. 

Mr. BACON. "Monopoly," Mr. President, when it has to 
meet in the markets of the world the prices of the world? The 
Senator does not weigh his words. 

Mr. CARTER. The area within which cotton--
. Mr. OWEN. I decline to yield further to this interesting col­

loquy of the Senators from Montana and Georgia. 
Mr. CARTER. The area within which cotton can be grown is 

so circumscribed on the globe that the monopoly is a natural one. 
The PRESIDENT pro . tempore. The Senator from Oklahoma 

declines to yield further. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Oklahoma allow me 

to ask the Senator- from Georgia a question? 
Mr. OWEN. With great pleasure. · 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am afraid this great proposition of the 

Senator from Oklahoma is getting obscured in this debate, and 
I am anxious--

Mr. OWEN. It will not remain so. 
Mr. ALDRICH. .And I am anxious to know whether the 

Senator from Georgia is engaging in this debate for the pur­
pose of supporting the Senator from Oklahoma or for other 
reasons? We are not able to distiµguish. 
· Mr. BACON. I did not hear the question . . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was wondering whether the Senator from 
Georgia was opposing or supporting the proposition of the Sen-
ator from O.klahoma? . 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I was not paying attention par­
ticularly to ·the debate that was being maintained by the Sen­
a tor from Oklahoma, but I did catch--

Mr. ALDRICH. I was a little afraid the Senator was ig-
norant-- · . 

Mr. BACON. But I did catch the most remarkable proposi­
tion which was made by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER], that the sheep herders of Montana were entitled to 
be paid .wages which would enable them to· get board equal to 
the board of any hotel in Washington City, and I knew that 
if that was. done my people would have to pay part of the 
expense. That was what I was protesting against . . 

l\'!r. ALDRICH. I may not be· a good judge of these proposi­
tions, but I think the proposition of the Senator f);'om Okla­
homa is much more strange than the one suggested by the 
Senator from Montana. · 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from .Oklahoma is quite capable 
of dealing with this question himself without my interposition, 
and I do not intend to int~rpose. I was simply struck by that 
remarkable proposition of the Senator from Montana. I am 
glad the Senator has made it, because it illustrates more p_er­
fectly than I have heard in this debate the iniquities of a pro­
tective-tariff system, by which in one State the laborer shall 
be paid wages which would give him board at the New Willard, 
and the people of the United States shall be compelled to pay 
a high price for wool in order that that end .may_ be . accom­
plished. That is the argument reduced to a . nutshell; and it 
applies in greater or less degree to the proposition of the pro­
tective system as to other industries-to tax the people of the 
country at large to sustain private enterprises and increase 
their profits. . 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. · I was anxious ·to ascertain whether this 
proposition of the Senator from Oklahoma was presented after 

conference with his associates upon the other side of the 
Chamber, because it looks to me like an entirely new departure 
in tariff legislation, and .it might revolutionize parties if it 
should be adopted. I am anxious to get a vote upon it as soori 
as possible. 

Mr. OWEN. .J3efore the vote is taken I will pursue the in­
quiry which I made of the Senator from Montana and which 
he so skillfully- side· stepped that he got into the Chinese labor 
question and. the sheep herders of South Africa· before it ended. 
I now desire to ask a -question of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, who is the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
who knows all about cost, and who was kind enough last Mon­
day night to advise me that the labor cost of materials was 
between 80 and 90 per cent, and kind enough to invite me to 
take the... matter_ into prayerful considera_tion and go home and 
study it over and overcome my being new in the discussion 
of the tariff. He suggested that I was very new to the tariff 
debate, and therefore must be excused if somewhat irrational. 
I agree with him in his compassionate regard for a new ·.l\fem­
ber, and hope that if anything I say seems· to be unlearned or 
unsound, it may be considered as due to my inexperience ill 
the discussion of the ta.rift'. 

~Ir. IlAYNER. .Nir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fro~ 

Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
:Mr. OWEN .. Excuse me, Mr. President: _ 
Mr. RAYNER. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. OWEN. I would prefer not to yield now, but I will 

yield to the Senator. 
Mr. RAYNER. All that I desired was this: I dislike to 

disagree with the Senator from Oklahoma, but his amend­
ment strikes me as absolutely invalid. I think it goes 
directly-·- · · 

filr. OWEN. I decline to yield for a speech by the Senator 
from Maryland. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oklahoma 
declines to yield further. 

Mr. OWEN: Mr. President, the Senate has fallen into a 
practice, when a Senator is making an argument and trying 
to establish a proposition, of incursive discussion that leads 
the speaker far afield from that which he is attempting ·to 
establish. I should like to courteously suggest that, as a 
rule of propriety, this practice would be "more honored in the 
breach than the observance." I do not think it is courteous to 
Senators on the fioor, when they are trying to establish a 
proposition, to introduce a side issue leading them far away 
from that which they are discussing. While I am always 
anxious to be perfectly considerate of every Senator while I 
am on the fioor, and will always yield for any reasonabl~ 
question, I do not think that the practice to which I have re­
ferred ought to be pursued in the Senate. I have often felt 
like entering protest against it, and I do so now. 

Mr. GORE. .l\'Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Oklahoma yield to his colleague? 
. l\Ir. OWEN. For a question. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I think it would be material if 
the Senator from Montana or the Senator from Wyoming would 
state what the price of wool was last September. The Senator 
from Montana has stated that it is 200 per cent more now than 
it was · in 1897. . I should like some one to state the price of 
wool in Wyoming and Montana last September. 

l\Ir. CARTER rose. 
Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. JJARTER. Mr. ·President, I can not definitely state what 

the market price was last September, but my recollection is 
that the market price was about 18 to 20 cents per pound; it 
is about 24 cents now. The price in 1896 and 1897 ran down 
to about 6 or 8 cents per pound. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, just a word. 
Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Oklahoma. 
l\Ir. GORE. I happened to be in Wyoming last September, 

and was informed by people engaged in the growing of sheep 
and wool thg_t the price was 1ess than 14 cents. I do not think 
it was one-third of thnt in 1897, though in 1894 and 1895 it got 
down pretty low. 

Mr. CARTER. There are certain clips of wool of inferior 
kind that always sell some cents below the regular market 
~k~ ' . 

Mr. OWEN. Now, Ur. President, coming back to my ques­
tion to the Senator froni Rhode Island, he advised us that the 
labor cost of materials in the United States ran from 80 to 90 

/ 
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per cent. I call his attention to Carroll D. Wright's Table 
No. 430, on woolen yarns: 
No . .fSO.-TVoolen yar n: United States; 1897-98; ut1it, 1 pound; No. 1 

yarn. 

Cost of labor in transforming materials----- ---------------- io.0200 5.f4 
Oost of materials and all otber items except labor __________ , .4522 94.56 

Total cost .. ------------------- ____________ ---~--------· · .4782 100.00 

That does not correspond with tbe view of the Senator from 
Rhode Island as to 80 per cent being tbe labor cost, and I should 
like to have bim explain it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Oklahoma 
entirely misapprehended my statement. I will repeat it for 
him. I said tbe cost of every material and of every product is 
from 80 to 90 per cent labor, I care not what it is-I mean in 
the last analysis. in making that computation, you have to 
commence, of course, with the ore in the ground, with the ele­
mental unit of production, whatever it may be. Everything 
beyond that is cost of labor. That is the proposition that I 
make; and I think the Senator will have great difficulty in ar­
riving at any other conclusion if he investigates tbe subject 
carefully, as I am sure be will. 

.Mr. OWEN. .Mr. President, the answer of the Senator from 
Rhode Island that every product is substantially composed of 
labor is true in a broad sort of fashion . That everything used 
by man is tbe result of his labor is generally true, but it bas 
no bearing upon and no relation to the question of the labor 
cost in yarris. According to this table, the labor cost in yarns 
is 5 ·per cent, and the Senator from Rhode Island stands here 
and demands 145 per cent tax upon yarn on the ground of its 
labor cost. Granted that 100 per cent of the cost of yarn was 
labor, granted that capital has no interest in it whatever, still 
that 45 per cent above 100 per cent is an excess even on the 
ridiculous theory of the Senator from Rhode Island. But it is 
not true, as a matter of fact, that yarn has over 5 to 10 per 
cent of labor cost as compared with the cost of the material 
and the other items entering into the cost of the gross value 
of the product. 

l\~r. ALDRICH. I heard tbe Senator a few moments ago 
make the statement that if the cost of the foreign product was 
nothing, then--

Mr. OWEN. Excuse me; the Senator did not apprehend what 
I said. I said if the labor cost were nothing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, I understood the Senator to say if the 
cost of the foreign product was nothing. 

Mr. OWEN. I said tbe labor cost. 
Mr. ALDRICH. One proposition is just as good as another 

for my purposes. 
Mr. OWEN. If one proposition is just as good as another 

for the Senator's purposes, he can state any proposition he 
pleases, but he must not make me responsible for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will wait patiently, I will 
give him a concrete illustration. 

.Mr. OWEN. I have great patience, and will wait: 
l\fr. ALDRICH. If the labor cost is nothing abroad and 10 

cents in this country, what rate would have to be put upon the 
foreign value to equalize that condition? That is a mathe­
matical problem which I should like to have the Senator work 
out. 

1\Ir. OWEN. That is a mathematical problem which is very 
easi1y ascertained and worked out. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. What percentage would the Senator put 
upon the labor cost to equalize conditions? 

l\Ir. OWEN. It is perfectly easy to determine the value of 
the labor cost in the United States; it is perfectly easy to de­
termine the ad valorem which shall equal that cost. 

·. ALDRICH. In case it cost nothing abroad, what would 
it ue .l.LJ ~ .. ,..,<.1res? 

Mr. OWEN. That is a question broadly stated, applying to 
four or fiye thousand items, which the Senator well knows is 
impos ible of mathematical answer, and therefore he asks some­
what triumphantly a question which no man can answer. It 
reminds rue, I was going to say, of an ancient adage--

Mr. ALDRICH. I will give a concrete mustration. Suppose 
that an article cost nothing abroad and 10 cents here, what 
percentage of duty would the Senator put upon -the foreign 
article to equalize .condit ions in the United States? 

Mr. O'VEN . ·Mr. President, take the question of yarn, for ex­
ample. Supposing that the total labor cost in the United States 
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was 2.6 cents a pound, which is shown in Table 430 of Carroll D. 
Wright's report on labor cost; there is a cost of 2.6 cents a 
pound. If the value of the yarn was 26 cents, 10 per cent ad 
valorem would precisely equal that cost. There is a specific 
answer to the Senator from Rhode Island, mathematically. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Will the Senator make that statement over 
again? .My attention was diverted for a moment. I shall be 
glad to bear what he said. 

Mr. OWEJN. I will restate it with great pleasure. Carroll D. 
Wright's table, No. 430, shows that the total labor cost in a 
pound of No. 1 yarn is 2.6 cents a pound. If the wool entering 
our ports was valued at 26 cents per pound, 10 per cent ad 
valorem would meet the labor cost in the United States, grant­
ing that the labor cost in England was nothing; and 10 per 
cent is somewhat lower than 145 per cent, fixed in this bill as 
the tariff rate by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tbe Senator does not understand my ques­
tion or else certainly what he says now is not an answer to it. 
I will repeat what I said the other day. If the Senator had 
been familiar with tariff discussions, he would have been aware 
of the fact that this question of labor cost has always been in­
jected and occupied a great deal of space in such discussions. 

I want to say to him now that the labor cost at any single 
stage in this long process of manufacture has nothing whatever 
to do with duties, and can not be made to have. For example, 
take a. jackknife. Jacklmives are made abroad largely by 
farming out the different operations to people engaged in one 
particular process. For instance, one party might be grinding 
the blade, and it might cost a cent on that jackknife in one 
country and half a cent in another. That has nothing to do 
with the duties on jackknives. We are not dealing with a 
single part of or one process in this long series of operations 
any more than we are in yarns. ·It costs to pack yarns into 
boxes, for instance, a fraction of 1 per cent. Are you going 
to regulate the duty upon the cost of packing? Certainly not. 
It costs something to run the wool through the different pro­
cesses, from one to another. Are you going to take one of those 
and talk about the labor cost involved? 

The whole scheme is ridiculous. It does not get anywhere 
practically. What we want to compare is the total cost of pro­
duction in one country and the other and equalize conditions on 
the total cost of production ; and tba t total cost of production, 
in the last analysis, as I have stated, and I will repeat it, is 
based upon the cost of labor. If labor costs 50 per cent more 
in this country than it does in another country, or double what 
it costs in another country, that relative cost of production in 
the two countries is go>erned entirely by the scale of wages all 
through the production and all through · every part of the life 
of the Nation. If you pay in Washington $3 a day for a police­
man and they pay $1 in London, that difference of $2, or $1, or 
whatever it is, appears in additional taxes. It appears in the 
scale of living. It appears in the ultimate cost of production for 
every article; and the Senator will get back, I think, in the 
end to the proposition which I made the other day, that tlie 
ultimate cost of production of every article is 90 per cent labor; 
and if we live on a higher scale here, paying higher wages, we 
certainly, in the comparative cost of production, have to take all 
the wage scales of the United States into consideration. That 
is my answer to the Senator. 

Mr. OWEN. I have a certain intellectual sympathy with 
the Senator from Rhode Island in his effort to defend the in­
defensible. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no intellectual effort involved in 
it at all. It is just simply a plain statement of facts. I do 
not think it requires any intellectual effort either to make the 
statement or ·to understand it. · 

l\fr. OWEN. The cost of production involves primarily as its 
chief factor, upon which the most part of all the debate has 
turned and the main discussion has occurred, the cost of labor 
and difference in the cost of production. I therefore, in the 
attempt to bring this matter to a clear comprehension of the 
re1atirn cost of production, take the primary factor of the rela­
ti1e cost of labor, which can ·be presented plainly. The Senator 
from Rhode Island natural1y and ingeniously obscul'es the issue 
by going into broad generalities and talking about the question 
of labor generally and the difficulty of determining the factors 
in manufacturing the thousands of involrnd items which enter 
into the general schedules, and he thereby skillfully obscures 
the issue, so as to make it incomprehensible to the ordinary 
investigator. But when I call his attention to the fact that 
Carroll D. Wright's table shows that in woolen yarn No. 1 the 
percentage of labor cost is almost a trifle less than 6 per cent 
of the value of the product, he explains it by a generality and 
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' 
waves it llglrtly ·aside and 'imputes to -me U Jack Of 'Uilderstanil- day, -and ·will read .. thnt •in the IlECORD "tO·IDOrrow, he must agree 
ing as explainin"' -why ·I nsk the question. with me as to the accuracy of the statement I'ha:ve made. 

l\Ir. ALilRIOH. ~ will ·try this 'illustration. :r will try to Mr. ·OW.EN . .I did :read the matter in the RECORD. :r. ex-
make :m npplication of -the rule I have ·stated to ·fue very thing amined it with critical care, and I find it utterly unfounded 
he hns under consideration. He says it costs 2 cents a _pound- and ·utterly -worthless. I -mean to be respectful about it. But 
labor cost-in making yarn. "The cost of yarns in this country I am giving the honest judgment of my mind upon that state­
depends largely upon .the cost of wool in yarns, and if wool ment made by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
costs 22 cents in Montana, and 11 cents for the same character Mr. ALDRIGH. Do I understand that the Senator bases this 
in Australia, the .American manufacturer pays n cents a pound scheme _of .his upon a misconstruction of the Btatement wJlich 
mor for his wool from which tfilrt-yarn is made, to ..start -with, :I ma.de? 
and the same difference between ·the ultimate :foreign 'Rlld the 'J\Ir. Ow.EN. [s the Senator alluding to the excellent _amend-
dome. tic cost of production TIIUS through :e-very item. ·So you ment which I have offered? 
mrry be _r.erfectly <!ertain that ou must, in ·your ·ultimate cost Mr. ALDRICH. -Yes; I was alluding to -that, and ·rhoI'e to 
of .11roduction, consider-:the conditions of labor in both ·countries, test the Senate at an ·early hour as to-tb.eir ·views and judgment 
both being in competition. .The .scale of wages in both countries upon the -amendment. 
determines t he d.iffei:ence in the I!ost of production. Mr. OWE.i~. I base that amendment upon the ·theory of the 

.1\Ir. OWEN. The difference in the cost of wages'in thi:s coun- Senator 'fr6m -Rhode "Jsla:n.a ahd ·upon the Republican pledges 
try is conceded to be 2.6 cents a ]}Ound for No. J.. wool, .2nd noth- of a tariff based un cost 'Of-production, and upon the Democratic 
in<>' ·more. ·view of a tariff ·for l."evEinue, and ·not 'Up-on any conclUBions of 

1\lr . .ALDfilOH. ·Dh, ·not-for No. 1 wool. - my own. Assuming -the corre:ctness ·of the declarations made 
Ir. OWEN. o. 1 -:yaTn. .That .is-the Wright table, 'No. 430. by the Senn.tor -from .a:thode ·.Islan.O. ·that be is ·guided by the 

Mr . . :A.LDRICII. .He is nlkirrg about-trmisforming materials difference in the cost o'f production, m_y amenfu:nent could not 
rrom one 'Etage to another nnd .nothing-else. ·possil:5ly do harm. I-t might serve a useful ·purpose in bringing 

. ·OWEN. Granting :every ,possible •Concession .that the into effect :the -;pledges made Dy the ·Republican .. party in '.1904 
S-enator :from Rhode .Island can ·insist upon ·within the bounds~ ana .1908, fhat ·the tarfff ·should be 'w.rttten in the 'light of-the 
of reason, when .tire l::Hwr cost of'U'ansforming wooJ ·into No. 1 difference in the cost of ·production at home anCI. abroad, ·al.ways 
wool ·yarn:is1>etween .5 and G-per ·ceut, here is·no possibility by assuming that the tariff ought not to go 'below a 'reTenne-pre-
which a .rate ·of .145 -per cent ·can -.be justifioo. ducing -point, which ·is ·the Democratic view, beca-use that is 

:Mr. ·GALLINGER. l\I.r. Bresid:ent-- essential to ·the maintenance df OUT 'Government. · 
~be ERESIDENT :Pro tempare. Does ·the .Senator:from ~Qkla- Mr. AiillRICH. Does·not'the Senator ·see, ·while he -is discuss-

homa -yield to fhe ·S.enatar-from New .Hampshire.? ing in one breath ·the difl:erences in the cost of produc.tion;ihat 
Mr. •OWEN. J ·:yield -With plerrsm~e. he iis discussing ·mainly the difierence in the 'labor cost nt --a 
Mr. •GALLINGER. .Th€ :Senator 'i:s 1reading, .·I trelie-ve, ·from a single stnge of the process·? 

document ·issued in:l898oor .thereabouts. "Mr. OWEN. I 'have filscusseO. the labor cost'from ·theseiab1e.s, 
. .:Mr. ~awEN. Eighteen .:hundred ..and Jl.inet.y-.,,ei_ght ·to :ninety- taliing 'the elementary ·eost or labor in wool yarns, ta.king the 
nine. lalmr cost with 1:he ~ya1:n •as the ·crud€St form of manufactureCI. 

::Mr. iGALLINGER. -ITf -:the Senator .will ~urn rto -this docu- material.in the woolen -schedule, ·ana I .call the ·attentton of the 
ment, just printed, which ·was -quoted byrthe Senator -:.from W.is- Senator, ·first, that there -is only 15 ·ana -6 per cent of eost df labor 
eonsin [Mr. LA. ~OLLETTE] last .-evening <with ~su.eh -a-p_probation, in ·the •yarn, imd 'tilen 'in blankets .the latror cost ·is only 15 and 
prepa:red by w . .A. ·Graham Clark, :special.:.agent · of the ~Depart- .20 per cent. 
ment of Commeree ·n.nd .Ln.bor,.1le :willmnd,.on page ;5, .:that ·l\fr. Mr . .AL'DRIDH. "The ·senator must be willing ·to ·admit, :I 
01ark ~ays: think, -tlmt ther e is r.notliing -whatever about ·the labor cost :m 

the Chicago platform, and .he is discussing a .rule ·Which no 
In general it -may be ·sai<l 'tlI.a.t the :cost of rmanufacture of ·wol'steds pa ... ty ·nas ever lai :::i down, -which ·no politica1 ecunoIDist has em-er· 

in .England is'll.bou.t .half ~that .in •the Unlteo ·States. ..... u · • 
laia down, and 'Which no party ihat had any ifiea or Imowleilge 

The.:Senator1;ays1t is.5 .or ~6 per:cent. ·But-he1·e isJ\Ir. Clark's of tariff legislation has ever laid down. He is .discussing some­
statement .. that .it c<>.sts :twice as muCh in .this ountr:y s in tlling entirely immaterial .and entirely outside of any of . he 
lllnglanil. questions to which .I •have alludea. 
~1r. O'W'.EN. '11.'he Senator is making a .comparison <ll the cost Mr. OWEN. I ha-ve sought ~ -vain i:o obtain from ·some 

in Englanu and .in the ··United States of ·worste.d .gooas, where member of the Finance ·Committee, somewhere, the iliff.eren-ce .in 
they .obtain -their woo1 at about ~half the prke oJ what obtains the .cost of production at ho.me ana abroao. 7rhe -Senate ·of .the 
here. .I am talking ..about the J.abor coBt ..:in No. 1 .wool yarn, 'Uiiiteu :states lras ·not been furnished with that ·information. 
as given .in .the Wright table, which.has not yet bee-n -set aside The Senate will not be furnished with it. The :inquiry is .re­
as unsound. I :am not talking .almut the ·cost .of -;yarns or -of garded as ·unreasonable -una ·unsound, mot :in ·accordance •with 
wool ·in Montana and ..Australia, ·as ·the :Sena.tor fr.om ill.bode party •promises, not in ac-cordance with · the .de.sire of the -peQPle 
Island well.knows, anil::I am :uot talking about .the cost .of.man- of the United States. 
ufactm:es ,of worsteds as the Senator ..from New :Hampshire. I ·desire to emphasi:ze •thi-s because I believe-the .Peo_ple ofi:he 
They ingeniousiy and with intellectual cleverness .. confuse the United Sta.tes do not feel willing ·to give grea-te:r .advantages 
issue of 145 per cent tariff on yarn being excessive. to our manufacturing Cla"f?ses than will put them upon an ~ual-

.J\fr. GALLINGER. W.e pay .more for our wool. ity and a ·_parity with manufacturera abroad; that it is not the 
::Mr. OWEN. I agree that the difference :in the price of wool intention of :the American peo_ple to allow monopoly ·to be shel­

must be -provided for in a etermining the difference in the cost tered under this tariff; ·that it ought not to be done, and, there­
of production, but when I call your .attention .to the labor cost fore ·r ca.ll ·attei:ltioil -to ·the 'Republican party pleuges, and 1: call 
in No. 1 yaw and when I call-your attention to it a-s one of ·the attention to the fact that the Committee on Finance has given 
important parts of i:h:e cost of production, in order that we .may us no ·data -to show the Clifference between the cost of produc­
determine the difference in ·tne ·cost of prodnction ,-at home ·and tion at home and abroad, and when it is 'Tepeatedly ·called for 
abroad, I can not help but call the attention of-the country to and when it ·is emphasized we have mere glittering generalities, 
the vital fuct that the Committee on Finance has furnished us subtle evasions, and 1:he vague ·mal apropos ·that everything 
with no record whateyer of the labor co t of these articles nor whlch is maoe consists altogether of labor, that there is noth­
of the cost of production, and •has left it impossible for anybody ing in it butl.abor, and therefore we must deal with these ques­
to determine the difference in the cost of ..Production at ·home tions as altogether the prouuct of .labor, and that nothing enters 
and abroad. ·n can -not be done with the data given ·to the into ·it exc-ept -labor. 
Senate .for ·that purpose, and .J hold the _party in power and the Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
Finance ·committee directly responsible for -this fatal and de- 1\fr. •OWEN. ::I yield to ·the 'Senator from "New Hampshire. 
liberate omi sion. Mr. GALLINGER. Tf ·the Senator will again turn to this 

'1'Ir. ALDRICH. I have ·triefi, with cansiderabl.e patience, to recent publication of 'Mr. W. A. Graham Ola rk, he will find that, 
explain this matter for the reason ··that these claims as-to the tr-eating of an all-wool •sateen, of ·botany wool, on page SS, he 
labor cost of production 3J)pear ana rea_ppear in tariff discus- concludes -ms .observations by saying: 
sions; and !I want to state the fact that the labor eost of _pro- This shows the .American ·eost of manufacture per yard to be ~I.Z7' per 
duction at a single ·stage in a long prQcess of Ina.nufactuTing has cent 1h1gher .:than :the English. 
no value whate-ve1"in determining .either the relative :cost of pro- :And 'he =gives a concrete sample, and yet the 1Senutor ·say:s it 
duction or the _proper -rate of duty -which ·must :be 'assessed to - "is 5 or G per cent. 
equalize the cost of production. If -the Senator, with ,his ana- ·Mr. OWEN. I call attention, in reply to the Senator from 
JYtieal mind, -will follow·the ·advice whieh "I gave 'him-the ·other 'New =Hampshire, 1to the 'fact that again ke :side :steps ·and ·dis-

! 
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cusses "all-wool sateen" and does not consider the point I 

. make-that the estimated cost in Belgium of woolen yarn is 
3 cents a pound, which is higher than the American cost. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am quoting from a recent publication, 
which has ·been quoted with great approbation on the other 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. OWEN. I have not seen the recent publication. .But 
"sateen" has nothing to do with my point on the labor cost 
of No. 1 yarn, which has more labor cost in Belgium than in 
the United States. 

1\lr. CARTER. To begin with, it is perfectly safe to say that 
the diffeTence in labor cost in producing the wool out of which 
the cotton yarn is made exceeds 100 per cent in this country, 
as against the markets in which Germany and England draw 
their wool supply. How that 100 per cent of excess is reduced 
to 5i or 6 per cent in the computation of the Senator is a mys­
tery, unless it be true that, according to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, the Senator from Oklahoma, 
in his computation, disregards the various elements that enter 
into the matter of cost and selects only one of the many inci­
dents of labor from the beginning to the close of the :finished 
yarn. . 

Mr. OWEN. I call the attention of the Senator from Mon­
tana to the fact that I have shown the exact number of cents 
that the material in these articles costs, as well as the exact 
number of cents of labor cost. 

Mr. CARTER. In producing yarn, it is first necessary to 
raise wool. Following the raising of the wool, it is necessary 
to shear it from the sheep. 

Mr. OWEN. That is a very remarkable circumstance, and 
I am much struck with it. 

Mr. CARTER. They sometimes pull it off. Then this item 
of shearing, for instance, costs from a cent and a half per head 
up to 4 and in some instances 5 cents in Australia. In the 
United States the cost of shearing is from 10 to 14 cents per 
head. Then comes the matter of scouring, and after the wool is 
scoured it has to go through the process iuto roving; then into 
another form; finally into yarn. · 

The Senator propo·ses to take the mere cost of transforming 
the rovings into yarn and say that that is the total difference 
in the cost of producing the yarn in the United States and the 
cost abroad, when he starts out with more than 100 per cent 
difference in the cost of producing the wool to start with. 

Mr. OWEN. As far as this particular item is concerned, I 
simply call attention to the labor cost in making No. 1 yarn 
from wool, whether the wool be cut off or pulled out of the sheep 
by bodily force. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
Mr. OWEN. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from Utah 

in the midst of my explanation. 
Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator base his argument upon No. 

1 yarn as numbered or as to the quality of the wool? 
Mr. OWEN. I base my argument on No. 1 yarn, from table 

430 of Carroll D. Wright's report, and the yarn described 
therein. 

1\Ir. S~fOOT. It would make a great deal of difference 
whether it is No. 1 quality ·or a No. 1 yarn; and I want to tell 
the Senator right now that there hs no No. 1 yarn as num­
bered used anywhere in the manufadure of goods. A No. 1 
yarn means that there is a pound of wool drawn out 640 
yards, and there is no such number as that used in the manu­
facture of goods. No. 8 is a.bout the first we use, and those are 
used only in blankets. Every number increases in fineness 
and it costs that much more to make the yarn. So if the 
figures which the Senator is reading here mean No. 1 yarn 
then of course they are useless, and if they mean No. 1 grad~ 
of wool, I want to ask what number of yarn Mr. Wright is 
figuring on. 

Mr. OWEN. Carroll D. Wright gh'"es the precise cost of the 
materials and other items entering into the manufacture of No. 
1 yarn, in Table 430, and he gives the cost of labor in transform­
ing the materials; the cost of the materials and all other items 
except labor are 45.22 cents per pound. The cost of labor to 
transform the material is 2.6 cents per pound. In Table 431 he 
gives the cost likewise of No. 2 yarn; in Table 433, No. 3 yarn, 
and so on down to No. 10 yarn. The use to which No. 1 yarn is 
put is utterly immaterial and irrelevant to the discussion, as the 
Senator from Utah must know. 

l\fr. Sl\fOOT. I see from the statement there what the Sen­
ator is driving at, and I want to call his attention to the fact 

- that he is talking about No. 1 yan1-a great, coarse thread, al­
most coarser than is used in any kind of goods in this country. 

Mr. OWEN. I am glad the Senator has discovered that there 
is a No. 1 yarn. He denied its existence but a few moments ago . 

l\fr. SMOOT. I say again it is not used in this country. I 
know what No. 1 yarn ·means. No. 1 yarn means that a pound 
of wool is drawn out 640 yards, and the Senator must know, 
if he knows anything of the wool business or the manufacturing 
of it, that that would be a very, very coarse wool thread in­
deed, almost a roving, and it is not used in the manufacture 
of goods. As I have said, the finest wool yarn that is used in 
the coarsest kinds of blankets is about an 8, and it runs from 
that up to 60. Take the difference between the manufacture 
of an 8 yarn and a No. 60 yarn. The whole argument of the 
Senator, based upon No. 1 yarn, is wrong in theory. It does 
not work in practice and it does not fit any goods manufactured 
in this country. 

l\Ir. OWEN. The labor cost of producing blankets is 15 to 20 
per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Allow me to tell the Senator that no doubt on 
the cheapest-grade blanket that is made, the very cheapest, it 
would be 15 per cent, but I can tell the Senator that I have 
made blankets by the hundreds of thousands where the labor 
cost of making a blanket was 40 per cent. 

Mr. OWEN. That may account for things which have hap­
pened in the Senator's woolen business. 

Mr. SMOOT. It will happen to anybody who . knows any­
thing about the manufacture of goods. 

l\fr. OWEN. It is yery interesting to know at least from 
some authority what the labor cost is in the making of blan­
kets. So it is 40 per cent? 

Mr. SMOOT. On some grades it is. 
Mr. OWEN. Forty per cent under the highest-priced con· 

dition of labor that Utah affords, I think. 
Mr. SMOOT. It is about the same as in other sections or 

the country, I think. 
Mr. OWEN. The labor cost increases as you go west, in all 

lines. Everybody knows that to be ti·ue, and I suppose the 
Senator has overlooked the fact that it is true. 

Mr. SMOOT. No, I have not overlooked it; I know what all 
the mills are paying in this country, and I know what we pay. 
The labor cost in the mills in Utah is about the same as in the 
East. Perhaps there may be some little difference on the low­
est grade of labor, as an advantage to Utah, but the great bulk 
of labor is about the same there as in the East. 

Mr. OWEN. I will ask the Senator from Utah whether he 
agrees with the Senator from Rhode Island that the labor cost 
is between 80 and 90 per cent, notwithstanding his experience 
of 40 per cent? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not going to discuss a question which was 
discussed when I was not here, and without knowing upon 
what basis · it was made, but I judge from what the Senator 
says here that if he did make the statement that there was 80 
per cent labor cost, it was the amount of labor from the raw 
product to the finished product, or in other words, to take a 
concrete case, from iron ore to the needle, and then I will agree 
with the Senator from Rhode Island that it is 80 per cent. · 

Mr. OWEN. If that were true, then I .call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact that this tariff would be cumulative 
and would be several thousand per cent before you get to the 
finished product. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is bound to be, from the wry fact in the 
case I cited. Take the ore, which is worth only $2.50 a ton. 
It must be more than a thousand per cent between the ore 
and the manufacture of the finest needles. 

Mr. OWEN. I am glad to hear the Senator improve upon the 
estimate of 80 or 90 per cent of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator, Does he not believe 
it is? 

Mr. OWEl~. When you take the ore out of the ground and 
treat it, step by step, its increased value is due to human labor; 
but that proposition has no point in the proposition under 
discussion. It is a general truth that all things made are the 
products of labor. · 

Mr. SMOOT. That is right. 
Mr. OWEN. That has nothing to do with the case where a 

manufacturer can bring in the material here. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
Mr. OWEN. · Excuse me. I must be allowed to answer. 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. OWEN. When these yarns-have to b~ brought in here as 

a product, :finished up to a certain point, and then convet·teu 
into a blanket, the labor cost in handling that yarn must be 
considered as a new proposition, beginning with the yarn in 
question; and that percentage of labor in making a blanket i~ 
what Carroll D. Wright's report says is 15 to 20 per cent. Our 
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blhnket manufacturers can bring in -the product for -use in weav­
ing blankets and 11se it as raw material for the _purpose of 
making blankets; and then the question is, How much of labor 
cost is involved in making the blankets with that material 
purchased and ready for bl:rnket making in their hands? 

Mr. SMOOT. The Sena:tor's argument places 'him even in a 
worse position than he was befo1·e, because for the .coarsest 
kind of blanket you ca:n take the wool, after being scoured and 
placed upon the cards, and get it a~ 15 per cent of the labor 
cost-not the yarn, the Senator says-ready to put into the 
loom. I do not think 1t would be 15 per cent from the yarn 
itself manufactured to simI>lY weave it into a blanket. Cer­
tainly the Senator has made his case worse than ever. 

l\Ir. OWEN. It ·is perfectly patent to anyone who considers 
this matter at all that the manufacturer who is protected in 
blankets by 165 per cent, and who gets his material, the yarn 
ready to go into the blanket, is only entitled to the protection 
covering the difference in the cost of labor. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator evidently does not understand 
the vrocesses of manufacturing woolen goods. Tf I could only 
take him into a woolen mill and show him the -steps, I know 
the Senator could see it. It is a pretty hard thing, it seems to 
me, to show him by words in a way that the Senator can rmder­
stand. 

1\fr. OWEN. I understand ·perfectly well the question of the 
cu-st of I>roduct!ion involving the material and ·the labor. I have 
been through woolen mills and seen every step. I ha-ve been 
discussing the labor cost alone. The question of the material 
i"B provided for by the tariff duty upon wool and the various 
forms of wool. But in addition to thatthere is a-lso the further 
tax provided for blankets and for every-variety of woolen manu­
faeture. 

l\:fr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator does not .mean to 
say tbat one hrmdred and odd more percentage outside of the 
duty is upon the wool and the manufacture of yarn.! 

1\Ir. 0-wEN. I do not. l am calling attention to the ele­
ments wnich enter into this manufacture, and I have called at­
tention to it beeause I think that these schedules .ought to be 
written in the light of the difforence in the cost of producfion 
at bome and abroad. That is not being done, -and I submitted 
the proposed amendment merely to call the attention of the 
Senate to this matter. Having -done so, I now withdraw the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING' OFFICER. The 'Sena:tor from Oklahoma 
withdra:ws the amendment. Paragraph 375 is agreed to. The 
Secretary will state the next amendment passed over. 

'The SEORETABY. In paragra-ph '376, page 131, line 26, after 
the words "ad valorem," the committee proposes to insert the 
following proviso : 

Prnv-ided, That on all the fol'egoing, weighing over 4 ounces per 
'Square _yard, the duty shall be the same .as imposed ·by this schedule on 
cloths. 

Mr. DOLLIVEJl. Mi:. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that fhe proviso carries these good.s­
it mnk.es no difference what they are made of-if they weigh 
more than 4 onnces to the yard, back into the paragraph assess­
tng duties upon woolen cloth, where they will encounter 44 cents 
a pound, owing to tbe compensation o-f the manufacturer and 
the cloth duty ad valorem. The House omitted it in view of 
the fact that these goods confessedly .are not made .of wool. I 
do not think that the amendment ought to be .adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The provision was dropped out by mistake. 
It is in the present law and certainly it ought to be restored. 
It is the Dingley law and should be voted in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The «]Jlestion is on ag.reeing 
to the amendment of the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Before the paragraph is agreed to, I desire 

to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT l)ro tempore. The amendment will be 

read. 
The SECRETARY. In lieu of paragraph 376 it is proposed to 

insert: 
376. Women's nnd children's ares go-ods, coat linings, Italian cloths, 

nnd goods of similar character or description, of which the warp con­
sists wholly of cotton or other vegetable fiber, and the remainder oj'. the 
fabric comnosed wholly or in part of wool, valued a.t not more than 20 
cents per square yard, 11 cents per £quare yard and 25 per cent ad 
valorem; valued at more than 20 cents per square yard, 11 cents per 
square yard and 35 per cent ad va:lorem : J>7·o1J'iiLed, Thn.t on all the 
foregoing weighing over 4 ounces per square . yard the duty shall be the 
same as is imposed by this sChednle on cloths. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I offer that amendment 
because it appears to me to be a more rational classification of 
these various Kinds of cloths, which are not wo~len cloths at 

all. They are described in the paragraph as cloths that are com· 
_posed wholly of cotton or other vegetable fiber, so far as the 
warp is concerned. The remainder of the fabric may be com- · 
posed in whole or in part of wool. ·so in these cloths there is no 
pretense made that they are woolen cloths except that they may 
have the weft of wool, though it is not necessary even for them 
to have all the weft of wool. I am told by expert weavers tbat 
when the wa~p is entirely cotton it is technically impossible to 
haye the weft entirely of wool. 

Mr. President, in 1897 GoYernor Dingley, chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee, had by his side a very wise coun­
selor, especia1ly upon the woolen schedule, and I hold in my 
hand the letter uf the chairman of the Ways and Means Com­
mittee of the House, dated January 26, 1897, 'in his own hand­
writing, introducing Colonel Tichenor, confidential adviser of 
the committee, to two gentlemen-the president and the sec­
retary of the American Woolen 1\Ianufacturers' Association. I 
also hold in my hand Colonel Tichenor's letter to Governor Ding­
ley, found among his papers, dated Washington, D. 0., June 
'26, 1897, in which he calls attention to the fact that various 
changes have been made by the Senate committe in its bill 
on wools of classes 1 and 2, and reciting what he regarded as 
proper paragraphs covering yarns, cloths, blankets, and women's 
dress goods. 

I hav.e .had Sllch confidenc'e in his knowledge in the mechanism 
of this tariff schedule, and I have bad so many evidences -0f 
his dissatisfaction with the exce ses and extravagances that 
have crept into :the :assessments of these ·rates, that I .ha:ve taken 
the liberty to cut ont of this yellow manuscript containing his 
notes upon the tariff law of 1897 this one, being in the form 
·of a letter to Governor Dingley-paragraph 376 as Colonel 
Tichenor thought it ought to have been written in tile Dingl~y 
tariff la:w. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. Has the Senator put that letter tin the 
RECORD? 

l\frA DOLLIVEJR. I havie it.not .at hand here. I have a :great 
mass -0f papers that I .have not brought forward .so .as 1o a:void 
controversies of oite sort and another which I ·do not .desire to 
have arise at this stage of our proceedings. 

The P.RESIDENT pro tempore. The .question is on agreeing 
.to the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr~ DOLLIVER. On that I ask for the yeas :and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, .and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. J'ONES (when .his name was called) . .I am paired with 

the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH].. I trans­
fer that palr to my colleague [Mr. PILES],, and I vot-e "nay." 

The roll can having been concluded, the result was 1l.Il­
nounced-yeas 30, nays 41, as follows~ 

Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 

Aldrich 
Braclley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 

·Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
-Crane 

Clay 
Culberson 
Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Gore 

YE.A:S-30. 

Hughes 
.Johnston, .Ala. 
La Follette 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
New lands 

NAYS-41. 
Crawford Guggenheim 
Cullom Heyburn 
·Curtis J' ohnson, .N. Dak. 
Depew J' ones 
Dick Kean 
Dillingham l.JOdge 
Dixon McCnmber 
du Pont Nixon 
Flint Oliver 
·Gallinger Page 
Gamble Penrose 

NOT VOTING-20. 
Bailey Elkins Piles 
Borah Frazier Richardson 
Bourne F_rye Shively 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Simmons 
Daniel McEnery Smith, Md. 

So Mr. DoLLIVEB/S amendment was rejected. 

Overuum 
Owen 
P.ay~ter 
Ra:yner 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 

Perkins 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 

~~~~;r:gN 
Warner 

Smith, S. C. -
Stone 
Tillman 
Warren 
Wetmore 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph is agreed to 
as amended. The next paragraph will be read. 

.The Secretary read paTagraph 377, as follows: 
377 On women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian 

cloths' bunting, and goods of similar description or character com­
posed 'wholly or in part of wool, and not specially provided fo.r in this 
section, the duty shall be 11 cents per squar1'! ~a.rd; and in addition 
thereto on all the foregdl:ng valued at not above "0 cents per pound, 50 
per cent ad valorem; valued above 70 cents per pound, 55 per cent 
ad valorem: Pro1Jided, That on a:ll the- foregoing weighing over 4 
ounces per square yard the -duty shall be the same as imposed by this 
sehednle mi ·cloths. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to offer a substitute for : para­
graph 377. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
proposed amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of paragraph 377, it is proposed to 
insert a new paragraph 377, as follows: 

377. Women's and child1·en's dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, 
bunting, and goods of similar character or description, composed wholly 
or in part of wool, not specially provided for in this section, 12 cents 
per square yard and 35 per cent ad valorem : Provided, That on all 
the foregoing weighing over 4 ounces per square yard the duty shall 
be the same as imposed by this schedule on cloths. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question.. is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph be agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 377 will be agreed 

to. The amendment of the committee in the next paragraph 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 378, page 132, line 15, the com­
mittee proposes to strike out the words "wool hats" and insert 
the word " including," so as to make the paragraph read: 

378. On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of 
every description, including sha~ls wllcther knitted or woven, and 
knitted articles of every description made up or manufactured wholly 
or in part, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this sec­
tion, composed wholly or in part of wool, the duty per pound shall be 

. four times the duty imposed by this section on one pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 60 per cen1< ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to offer a · substitute for the para­

graph. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. In lieu of paragraph 378 it is proposed to 

insert:-
378. Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 

description, including shawls whether knitted or woven, and knitted 
articles of every description, made up or manufactured wholly or in 
part, felts not woven, nnd not specially provided for in this section, 
composed wholly or in part -of wooJ, 44 cents per pound on the wool 
contained, therein, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph as amended 

is agreed to. The next paragraph will be read. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows : 
379. W~bblngs, gorings, suspenders, braces, bandings,• beltings, bind­

ings, br~1ds, galloons, ed~lngs, insertings, flouncings, fringes, gimps, 
cords, cords and tasse.ls, ribbons, ornaments, laces, trimmings, and arti­
cles made wholly or m part of lace, embroideries and all articles em­
broidered by hand or machinery, head nets, nettings, buttons or barrel 
buttons or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments and manu­
factur.es of wool ornamented with beads or spangles of whatever ma­
terial composed, any of the foregoing made of wool or of which wool 
is a component material, whether containing indla rubber or not 50 
cents per pound and 60 per cent ad valorem. ' 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to offer a s11bstitute for para­
graph 379. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. In lieu of paragraph 379 it is proposed to 

insert: 
379. Webbings, gorlngs, bandings, beltings, bindings, brnids o-alloons 

e~gings, insertings, flouncings, fringes, gimp~, cords, cords alid"' tassels: 
ribbons, ornaments, laces, trimmings, and articles made wholly or in part 
of lace, embroideries and all articles embroidered by hand or machinery 
head nets, nettings, buttons or barrel buttons or buttons of other forms 
for tassels or ornaments, and manufactures of wool ornamented with 
beads or spangles of whatever material composed, any of the foregoing 
m1}de of. wool or of which wool is a component material, whether con­
tnining mdia rubber or not, 50 cents per pound on the wool contained 
therein and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem: Provided That 
if the duties upon any article held to be dutiable under Sched~le K 
of this section shall exceed 100 per cent ad valorem, duty shall be 
assessed thereon at 100 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. .M.r. President, I desire to say a word about 
the proviso. The main part of the amendment is the pending 
paragraph, except that it provides for the compensatory assess­
ment of a specific duty on the basis of the wool contents of the 
article rather than upon the weight of the article itself. I have 
already discussed that question somewhat at length and I will 
not say anything more about it except that if the' duty is as­
sessed upon the wool contents of the article it will be very mate­
rially less than if it is assessed at random upon the wejght of 
the article without regard to the wool that is in it. But the 
proviso coming in at the end of these paragraphs, which under­
takes to assess duties upon articles manufactured of wool is 

-intended for a very distinct purpose, and it is by this statute 
to ·make it hereafter unlawful to assess any duties, specific or 
ad valorem or compound, upon any of these articles which in 
the aggregate raise the duty above 100 per cent ad valorem. I 

have every reason to believe that the maximum limit of the 
duty will not only adequately but amply protect every woolen 
manufacturing interest in the United States, and I have an idea 
that the Senate could do nothing more calculated to popularize 
the wool tariff than to take it out of the mouths of its enemies 
to say that we have so framed it that in any case the duty can 
rise in the neighborhood of 200 per cent. .J say, make a maxi­
mum duty 100 per cent~no legitimate American manufacturing 
interest can suffer-and we have at least taken a step in the 
direction of refuting the evil reputation that has for so many 
years clustered about this schedule. 

I am anxious also to have it done for another reason, I will say, 
to the Senator from Rhode Island. I believe that it is the duty 
of the Senate and of its committees and of the joint committee 
upon conference to take some careful, well-considered steps to 
revise the woolen schedule. This amendment brings into ques­
tion practically every paragraph in it and puts within the juris­
diction of the committee of conference all the questions which 
it would be necessary for them to examine in giving the Con­
gress and the country the benefit of a final, careful, conscien­
tious, patriotic review of this schedule, with a view to its re­
vision according to the platform of our party and according to 
the just expectations of the American people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

1\:lr. DOLLIVER. I demand the yeas and nays . 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. I should like to hear the amendment read 

again. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again be 

read. 
The Secretary again read the amendment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment of the Senator from Iowa 

contains two changes from the paragraph in existing law and 
as reported from the Finance Committee. First, it proposes to 
assess the dutiei;; upon the wool contained in these articles, which 
is an entire revolution and destruction of the wool tariff duties. 
If we are going to assess the duties upon wool contained in 
these different articles, we might as well abolish the wool sched· 
ule entirely. 

The second proposition of the Senator from Iowa is that no 
duty shall be assessed at over 100 per cent ad valorem. This 
amendment has been always offered whenever the wool schedule 
has been before Congress for consideration. Our friends upon 
the other side have always placed great reliance upon a propo­
sition of this kind. 

The duties upon wool sometimes in the nature of things 
amount to much more than 100 per cent ad valorern. Tlrn.t is 
inevitable. As I stated the other night, in suggestions upon 
another subject, with a specific duty on first-class wool of 11 
cents, and going up gradually for washed and scoured w·ools, 
many times the duty levied for the protection of the .American 
woolgrower is more than 100 per cent ad valorem, and in cases 
like that, of course, it is necessary that there should be a com­
peni;atory duty which is greater than that which is imposed 
upon the wool. There are very few cases of this kind in any 
event, but if we should undertake to adopt this proposed para­
graph as it stands woolen goods would be imported into the 
United States instead of wool. 

We have had experience of that kind several times in our 
history. In 1883 and in 1894, by rui improper adjustment be­
twceu the wools and woolens, all the wools were imported into 
thEil United States in the form of wool goods, and 1he wool· 
growers of the country were relegated to a condition which I 
will not undertake to describe, but which the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CARTER] described this morning in Yery eloquent 
terms. 

N"o; this amendment is only another disguise fo1· breaking 
dOVt'Il the wool and woolen paragraphs by the use of terms 
which look well upon their face, but which ure in effect de­
structive of the wool tariff. 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator from Iowa has repenteclly ·stated 
to the Senate that it is possible to measure this duty by the 
amount of wool that is contained in the article. Do I under­
stand the Senator from Rhcde Island to say that that is not n 
fact? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say, practically, that it is not a fact. 
Mr. CLAPP. Why practically? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Because you can not undertake in a com­

pleted fabric to so dissect it as to find out just what amount of 
wool is in it. In the first place, you can not tell what the char­
acter of the wool is, whether wool of the first class, second 
class, or 1;hird class. There is no chemical process which can 
tell the difference between the fibers in the various classes o~ 
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wool. It will be impossible beyond that to tell the precise char­
acter. How are you going to find out about it? We would have 
to have in every custom-house in the United States a chemical 
laboratory, and not -only a chemical laboratory in the ordinary 
Eense, but a chemical laboratory to take into consideration not 
e1ery invoice of woolen goods, but every piece of woolen goods 
which comes into the United States, because one piece might 
contain 90 per cent, the next piece might contain 78 per -cent, 
and the next piece might contain 60 per cent of wool. 

I remember perfectly well the proposition which was made in 
the Senate in 1897 which the Senator from Iowa has alluded to. 
I was not here when the thing was done, but I remember that 
we discussed in the committee scores of times that very propo­
sition. There was not a man then in the Senate, I mean sitting 
on this side of the Chamber and anxious to have protective 
cruties levied on wool and woolens, who did not agree that it was 
absolutely impossible to undertake by a chemical examination of 
the various cloths what was the actual amount of wool con-
tained in them. . 

This wool and woolen schedule is very elaborate. The Sena­
tor says we ought to take it up in conference. It is a very 
elaborate schedule. It has been considered for years. It has 
been agreed to on all hmds. The Senator from Iowa must be 
as certain as I am that the conference committee between the 
two Houses is not going to take up this question with a view 
to its adjustment according to new lines. That would be im- · 
possible, unless we propose to stay here for six months.-

I am quite willing that the body to whom we propose to 
refer these matters in the amendment to the maximum and 
minimum provisions shall take up the question of the conditions 
between these competing countries or of these industries. I 
should be very glad to have those people take up this question 
of whether any legislation on the wool and woolen duties is 
necessary; but I am absolutely as certain as that I stand here 
that, whenever a readjustment is made, if it ever is made, it 
can not be made upon the suggestion that as t_o goods imported 
into the United States the rate is going to be fixed by reference 
to the amount of wool contained in any of ,those articles. In 
the case of goods brought into the United States, articles of 
we~ ring apparel for instance, how is a customs officer to take 
a cloak or a dress or any of those things and cut out a piece 
for examination by chemical analysis in order to show the actual 
percentage of wool? Then, how is anybody going to know 
whether that wool is of one class or another, whether it shall 
pay. the duty of 7 cents a pound or 12 cents a pound? The 
whole scheme is as impracticable as it is possible for any 
proposition to be. 
, l\Ir. CLAPP. 1\fr. President, the Senator from Rhode ·island 
combines two propositions in one. I assume that the customs 
officers have got to lql.ow what the class of woolen goods may 
be under this bill as it is now framed. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 
l\fr. CLAPP. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dor.LIVER] says 

that twelve years ago this was not a practicable proposition, 
but that in the advance in this matter to-day, it has become 
practicable. I have sat here, l\Ir. President, for a couple of 
days and have listened to the argumen,ts made by the Senator 
from Iowa· and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] 
yesterday, and I must say that it seems to me that they have 
not been answered. It does seem to me that some recognition 
should be made of the arguments and illustrations offered in 
criticism of this schedule. I have asked a question, and it does 
not yet seem to me that the Senator from Rhode Island .has 
given a sufficient answer why a duty should not be collected on 
the wool itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if the Senator wants the evi­
dence of anyone, I can bring him thousands of people who are 
en_aaged practica lly in the manufacture of these goods, and 
th~y will all tell him just what I tell him and just what the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT], w~o is a practical manu­
fac turer, has told him, that it is utterly impracticable. You . 
might as well discard the whole wool tariff· if you are going to 
change the basis of it in this way. 

Mr. CLAPP. :Mr. President, I have heard several propositions 
here. I heard the proposition on merc:;erized cotton, a proposi­
tion that placed the duty some several hundred times above the 
possible addition to one grade of mercerized cotton. I sat in 
this Chamber and heard the answer made that there was no 
rernecly for that. I do believe that there is a remedy for these 
inequalities, but I am- not going to take the time of the Senate 
now to discuss them. 

The Senator from Rhode Island says that 100 per cent is not 
high enough; that that would force the impo_rtation of the goods, 
Instead of the wool, into the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say it might. 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator from Rhode Island says it might. 
I want to ask him if the illustration he made that those woolen 
goods came in over a tariff wall of 100 per cent~-

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 
Mr. OLA.PP. Well, what is proposed here is to place the limit 

at 100 per cent. 
Mr. SMOOT. I will give the Senator a concrete case--
Mr. ALDRICH. Just one word, and then I shall be very 

glad to yield. 
Mr. President, this question of adjustment between wool and 

woolens has been before Congress as an active, live question 
since 1867 on the present basis. The best men who were ever 
in this body, or in any other, have considered this question 
very carefully, and have considered every aspect of it from top 
to bottom. The present law is based upon the act which Mr. 
McKinley introduced in the House of Representatives, and which 
became a law in 1890. The present law was framed and re­
ported to the Hou§le of Representatives by Governor Dingley; 
and I think there was no man who has ever had a seat in 
either House of Congress who pursued his investigations upon 
questions of this kind with more intelligence and more con­
scientious care for the interests of the Government and the 
interests of the people of the U'1ited States than did Governor 
Dingley. Mr. AlliEon, who sat in this Chamber, gave months 
and months to the consideration of this case. Has there been 
any newly discovered wisdom and virtue in regard to this mat­
ter; have there been any new experts brought here or suggested 
in reference to this matter, that the judgment of these men 
should be overthrown upon the mere say so of anybody? I 
think not. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from · 

Rhode Island yield to the Senator from Montana? . 
l\fr. ALDRICH. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. CARTER. Undoubtedly the 100 per cent proposed as · 

the total duty on the imported cloth is necessary as a protec­
tion to the woolgrower of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. But, Mr. President, the duties now col­

lected in a specific form, reduced to their equivalent ad valorem, 
are less than 60 per cent. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it is a question merely of 
valuation which classifies. I think it will appear as a fact 
capable of demonstration that the average cost to our com­
petitors of producing wool is more than 11 cents per pound, 
and at anything less than 16 cents a pound the American wool­
grower must go out of business. Even at 16 cents per pound 
he can not continue his investment unless totally disregarding 
profits upon it and depreciation as well. 

Mr. WARREN. Right along the line of the remarks made by 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who has just 
taken his seat, I have a few facts here which may throw some 
light upon the subject; but before I go into figures, I want to 
say that this matter has been tried both ways in tariff laws. In 
1816 the tariff was placed upon manufactures in which wool 
was "the article of chief value," but in the other tariff laws 
the duty has alwr.: .:; been put upon the fabric of which "wool 
was a component part,'' it mattered not whether it was 1 per 
cent, 50 per cent, or 100 per cent. That was done, in my judg­
ment, for two reasons-not only to protect the grower of woo1, 
but also to protect the consumers and laborers of this country. 
For instance, if an article came in here that had 5 per cent of 
wool and 95 per cent of substitutes, possibly substitutes upon 
which there was no duty, it came in practically free; it would 
be just that much manufactured ' in another country coming in 
agaiii.st the manufacturers and laborers of this country and 
taking away just that much labor. So that it is maintained 
that what is put in here is not entirely a compensation for the 
wool which is in it, but is largely to protect the workingmen 
and the workingwomen in this country~ We have had some 
trial of that heretofore. 

I now go back to the official figures for 1880. That · was be­
fore the change of the tariff of 1883, which was made against, 
as it seems it proved to be against, the interest of the manufac­
turers. As they were in dull business, or out of business, it 
reacted upon the woolgrowers and affectetl them also. These 
two industries suffered alike. I will gi-rn the official figures. 

In 1880 we imported of raw wool-good, pure stock that 
could be made up into clothing-128,131,747 pounds. During 
that same period we imported only $33,911,093 worth of woolen 
goods. It only amounted to that much of the woolen mhnufac­
tures. All of the balance for our consumption was mnnufac~ 
tured at home. That period of success in both lines went on 
until the legislation of 1883, which :went into effect in 1884. Of 
course I am skipping that date because we have not the census 
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figures; but we took the census again in 1890. It will be un­
derstood that while ten years passed, three of them would have 
been in favor of my contention of increased use of raw wool and 
decreased use of manufactured woolen cloth in our imports, as 
against seven the other way. So it is fair to presume that 
whatever benefits or losses occurred would be the result of about 
three or four years' gain and six or seven years' loss, one de­
ducted from the other. 

Now, we will proceed to sheep. On January 1, 1884, we had 
50,626,626 sheep. That was the time when the 1883 tariff went 
into effect. On January 1, 1894-and I take that period be­
cause it was before the disastrous effect of the Wilson law, 
and therefore any losses occurring in that period must have 
been, if on ' account of any tariff regulation, on account of that 
tariff of 1883, which went into effect in 1884-from 50,626,626 
sheep we went down to 45,048,017, showing a decrease in sheep 
of more than five and a half million head. 

As I said before, that is really the destruction of seven years 
of bad times, caused by bad legislation, less three years of 
good, which makes a very great loss, even if you apply it to 
the whole ten years; but a still greater loss if applied to the 
portion left after the subtraction, giving an equivalent of four 
years net. 

I will say that in 1880, just before this, we had in this coun­
try 2,330 woolen manufacturing establishments, all doing a 
fairly prosperous business. The value of their product was 
$238,085,686. \ 

Now, we will note the result.. We used, in round numbers, 
$33,000,000 worth of imported woolen manufactures and over 
J28,000,000 pounds of imported raw wool at that time. In 
1890, ten years thereafter, the 2,330 woolen manufactories had 
decreased to 1,693 factories, and the total product of our home 
manufacture of wool, with all the growth of the counh·y, which 
should have given us a very large increase, amounted to only 
$270,527,511, and showed an increase of about 1i per cent per 
y~ar, which is infinitesimal when you compare it with the 
growth of the population for that time. In the meantime, in­
stead of $33,000,000 worth of imported woolens, we imported 
over fifty-six and a half.million dollars' worth. 

When it comes to the importations of wool, which, with the 
great increase in the manufacture of woolen cloth and the in­
~rease in population, ought to have shown a very great result. 
they had shrunk to 105,431,285 pounds. That shows the effect 
of permitting manufactures of . woolen· goods to come in here 
to the detriment of both the woolgrow~r and the manufacturer, 
but more especially to the detriment of the laboring class of 
people who would find employment in the manufacture of these 
goods. 

The goods might have but one thread of wool, or they might 
be all cotton; but, at the same · time, if we can manufacture 
the goods here, the whole labor engaged in the manufacture is 
done by our own citizens and, therefore, adds that much to the 
wealth of the country. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wyoming 
permit me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Wyoming yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. WARREN. I do. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator speaks about the number of sheep 

and their diminution along about 1894 and 1895. I want to call 
the attention of the Senator to the figures for 1903 and 1905. 
It appears that in 1903 we had 63,964,876 sheep, and that two 
years thereafter we had only 45,170,423, a decrease of more 
than 18,000,000. How does the Senator account for that? That 
was almost ten years after the Wilson bill was passed. 

M:r. WARREN. I am very glad the Sena.tor asked that 
question. The first figures that he read, if he will notice, are 
not from the census, or mid-census, that occurs every five years 
between the decennial censuses, but are made up, without any 
regard to the figures of the census, upon estimates sent in. 
Such figures merely represent their opinions, while I am quoting 
from the official figures of the census of the United States. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
a moment--

The PRESIDE..~T pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
,Wyoming yield to the Senator from Montana? 

l\fr. WARREN. Yes. 
Mr. CARTER. I will ~tate to the Senator from Georgia that 

which is generally known, and I think he will at once take 
note of it. The European wool market became thoroughly 
demoralized in 1902. The lowest price was reached for wool 
in the European market in 1903 that had ever been reached in 
the history of the wool market. · 

The result of that demoralization was the introduction into 
our markets, notwithstanding our duties, of an excess of Euro-

pean wool for sale at any price, and it was sold in many in­
stances at a very great loss. The Senator will recall the mar­
ket disturbances that occurred in England beginning with and 
growing out of the Boer war, the great demand for money, the 
inability to hold stocks that had accumulated, and the conse­
·quent throwing upon the market of the wool that had" accumu-
lated. That wool found its way into the American market with 
the duty paid. If it had not been for our duty at that" time there 
would have been the most ruinous prices in this counh·y ever 
encountered in the history of the trade. 

Mr. BACON. If the · Senator will pardon me for just a mo­
ment, I want to say that my object in calling attention to it 
was to illustrate the fact that our friends on the other side of 
the Chamber, when they are in the wrong, can always find some 
other reasons for it than those which are to be attributed to 
the tariff, if it happened to_ occur during the existence of a pro­
tective tariff. They find· some reasons other than the tariff 
for the panic of 1907, although they do not think there could 
have been any other reason for the panic of 1893 and 1894. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator asked me a question, and I hope 
he will permit me to answer. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator's pardon. I was not re­
sponsible for the Senator not having an opportunity to answer. 

Mr. WARREN. I have carefully examined the figures as to 
sheep, and I want to say that if the Senator will look upon a 
certain page of the report of the Woolen Manufacturers' Asso­
ciation he will find the total given as 38,000;000 at the time the 
official i;;tatistics here give the number at about 54,000,000. 
Those figures vary greatly; but when you come to examine the 
matter, you find that the association has taken into considera­
tion only the grown sheep that were sheared and has excluded 
all the others. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me right there; he 
does not think any of those inaccuracies occurred when the cen­
sus was taken in regard to the number of sheep along about 
1 94? · I suppose the figures are always absolutely ·accurate 
then. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me to finish, there 
is another thing in connection with a census of sheep. There 
is a time when ·a lamb becomes a sheep, or a calf becomes old 
enough to count; but those dates have been shifted in the 
counting of sheep. On the 25th day of December you may ask 
any farmer how many sheep he has and he will give you the 
number of grown sheep; but if you ask him after he has sepa­
rated his flocks, taken his inventory, and arranged his bands 
for winter, then the lambs have become more than half a year 
old, and so in counting he puts them into the regular list of 
sheep. • 

The Senator will find recorded the differences that I men­
tioned. There have been times of difference, but when we ac­
cept these regular census figures of the United States, taken 
every decade, we do so with the assurance that they have been 
taken the same way every tii:ne and can be depended upon for 
each ten-year period. 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I do not dispute that at 
all; but I simply want to call attention to the fact that here is 
a fluctuation, according to these figures, of 18,000,000 sheep, 
and when that -is called to the attention of Senators on the 
other side, these reasons are given why they are inaccurate· 
but Senators never recognize any inaccuracy when they hold 
up the fD.ct that there was a diminution of sheep alon-g about 
the nineties, after the Wilson bill. was passed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desirn to add a word on 
both subjects which were previously discussed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. The question is whether it is impossible 
with modern apparatus to report at the custom-house the exact 
wool contents of a cloth containing wool. The Senator from 
Rhode Island says it is not. I say to you that it is. Within 
the last few years we have installed there apparatus by which 
in more than one way the exact wool contents of a piece of 
cloth can be determined·with accuracy. You can do it without 
chemicals by merely taking the cloth, removing the wool fibers 
from a square yard of it, and ;weighing them; and that is done 
every day, according to the testimony of Mr. Clark, the expert 
of the Department of Commerce and Labor engaged in this 
textile-industry business. 

Mr. GARTER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. CARTER. Accepting the statement of the Senator, 

which I hope is correct, and have no doubt it is correct--
Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator's confidence does not appear 

to be shared by his colleague from Utah. 
Mr. SMOOT. It certainly is not. 
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Mr. CARTER. I will be glad to have the Senator permit 
me to finish the question. The Senator now states-and I say I 
hope it is true, and because of his statement I accept it-that it is 
po ilJle by a chemical analysis to determine the quantity of 
wool in a gi •en garment composed of wool and other material. · 

Assuming that to be true, what could be done in the way of 
a chemical analysis of the beautiful and tast ~ful necktie the 
Senator is now wearing should it appear for as es ment at the 
custom-house? Would you put it through a chemical process, 
and then offer it for sale? · 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. The present Treasury regulations . require 
these materials to be accompanied by samples from which the 
character of these goods caa be tested, and if they do not now 
sufficiently do so, it does not require very much ingenuity to 
require a dress presented here to be accompanied by an authen­
tic sample of the material of which it is composed. In the case 
of ready-made clothing, however, it is not uncommon to take 
one suit of clothes and· sacrifice it to the good cause of getting 
the duty accurately a sessed. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT.pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. . 
l\fr. S~IOOT. I wh:ih again to say to the Senator from Iowa 

that no man living can take a piece of woolen cloth that is 
manufactured as the great bulk of woolen cloths are manu­
factured in this country to-day, cut out a sample, pull out the 
fiber~, weigh them, and tell the amount of the wool in a yard. 

.Mr. CAR'l'ER. Or quality. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. We are not looking for quality just now. 
l\fr. Sl\[00T. I want to say to the Senator that many times 

flocks, and I mean by " flocks " the shearings from a piece of 
cloth that has no fiber whatever, is fulled into cassimeres and 
put upon the back of the cloth to make up the weight. 

1\!r. DOLLIVER. That can not be accounted for by counting 
the threads evidently. 

1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. There are no threads-in flocks; there is no fiber 
in flocks. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. There must be fiber and thread in a piece 
of cloth. 
· l\.ir. S IOOT. They put it into the cloth to gi1e it weight; 
it neYer was woven there; it ne1er was in the thread. 

:!\Ir. DOLLIVER. I should be glad if the Senator would wait 
a ·111oment, as I de ire to ask him another question. He can 
answer both propositions together. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Very well; I will answer Inter. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I put into the RECORD this morning the 

statement made by the textile expert of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, who appeared before the Ways and 
l\!eans Committee of the House, in which he said exactly what 
I am now saying and told exactly how the business is done. I 
know that he told the truth, because in the humble office where 
I ha1e been trying to transact a little good business for the 
last few weeks I ua....-e had the exact machinery and the exact 
chemicals by which e•ery item of wool in any kind of clotll 
is almost instantaneously reported by the almost total destruc­
tion of all other contents of the cloth. 

When I saw that done before me, when I found myself able 
to take a piece of cloth, partly co~on or other vegetable matter, 
and destroy absolutely the vegetable fiber, leaving undisturbed 
the wool :fiber in a practically pure condition, I knew that the 
textile expert of the Department of Commerce and Labor told 
the. truth when he said the custom-house is now equipped with 
adequate facilities to report with absolute accuracy the wool 
contained in every cloth that is in question there. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, I want to say to the Senator 
from Iowa that I know, as well as he or any living man, that 
the wool fiber of a piece of goods can be determined by a chem­
ical analysis. I have never disputed the question that the wool 
within the cloth could be tested as against vegetable fiber, and 
the Senator from Iowa can not say that I have ever said to the 
conh·ary; but I do say--

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. But the Senator's honored colleague from 
Rhode Island made a very elaborate statement that led people 
to think in that direction. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I said, and I repeat, that it is 
not practicable to attempt to make such an examination of 
goods coming into this country as to accurately de.fine what the 
rates of duty should be. · 

l\Ir: SMOOT. l\Ir. President, yesterday this question was dis­
cussed here. I said then that where a piece of cloth was mixed 
with wool and cotton the chemical test would i:;how the amount 
of animal fiber and vegetable fiber in it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; the cheniical test in that case totally 
destroys the vegetable fiber. 

~fr. SMOOT. Then, if it destroys it, what is left will show 
what was destroyed. That is the only way tl.utt it can be shewn. 
I have tested thousands and thousands of pieces of cloth, and 
I say that no living man can take a piece of cloth and, as the 
Senator from Iowa stated, by pulling the fiber out and weighing 
the fiber tell the a111ount of wool that is cop.tained in a yard of 
cloth. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Would the Senator from Utah 111ind an­
swering me a question? 

Mr. Sl\fOOT. Let me finish the answer to thi' ' question, and 
then I will amm.·er any other question with pleasure. 

As I said, woolen cloths are frequently made heavier uy 
shearings or tlocks being sewed in and fulled in the back. 
They full them in the texture; they are not woven in the cloth. 
The cloth is fulled from 72 inches to 54 inche , the .flocks are 
fulled in between the threads and become part of the back of 
the cloth; but as soon as the fibers of the threads are drawn 
~mt they drop to the ground, and there is no fiber in flocks. 
But that is not what we are frying to get at here. 

No foreign manufacturer would e•er think of importing 
cloths into this country with cotton in them if they were to be 
subject to a chemical test. They would use rags, mungo, and 
waste of the lowest kinds that are of animal fiber, and no 
chemical test would e1er show them. No one could show 
whether they were 80 per cent wool and 20 per cent animal 
fiber, consisting of wool waste, or 40 per cent animal fiber and 
60 per cent wool. It is impossible for the Senator or anybody 
else to correctly make such a test . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am going to ask the privilege of resuming 
for a minute at this point. 

l\fr. Sl\fOOT. Of course I do not want to trespass upon the 
time of the s~nator from Iowa, if he objects. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I want the Senator to have a very full 
opportunity to go into this business, but it has a tendency to 
obscure the purpose of my remarks. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not in the least. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Although I am glad to say it does not 

have a tendency to refute them .. So I will ask to resume and 
will yield presently. • 

Ur. SMOOT. May I answer the que tion of the Senator 
from Minnesota? 

1\.!r. DOLLIVER. I shall be glad to ha1e the Senator engage 
in a contrornrsy with ti;e Senator from .Minnesota . 

.Mr. SMOOT. The question that was asked by the Senator 
from Minnesota as to the 100 ver cent amendment of the Sen­
ator from Iowa, and also by the Senator from North Dakota, 
is a fair one, and perhaps upon its face looks absolutely just. 
But let me call attention to what the result of that might be 
and would have been in the year 1902 if there had been this 
limit of 100 per cent, as by the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa is put to this section, which · means all the wool 
schedule and would take in all the wool schedule, as the amend­
ment provides. This would be the result: If wool had a duty 
of 11 cents· on it as it has to-day, and the foreign price of wool 
was 11 cents, then there would be 100 per cent on the wool and 
not one single solitary cent protection for the manufacturers 
of goods. What would be the result? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But the 100 per cent stands at the custom­
house, and no manufacturer of foreign goods could approach 
that custom-house without getting ready to pay his 100 per 
cent on the goods. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. ·He has an adv~tage right there, upon the 
price of the wool, of 100 per cent, and so if it stands there 
what advant-age would it be to the American manufacturer? 
No_ne whatever. The result would be that instead of shipping 
wool here, the manufactured articles would come in. 

l\Ir. CLAPP. Does the Senator from Utah contend that under 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa woolen goods could 
be shipped in here by paying a duty equal only to 100 per cent 
on the price of the wool itself? 

Mr. SMOOT. I claim that if wool, as it was in 1902, was 
down to 11 cents-and I want to say these medium wools were 
in bond in New York that year for 10-! cents-if that were the 
case, then there would be no protection whatever for our manu­
facturers as long as we had 11 cents duty on wool. That is ex­
actly what this amendment would amount to if perchance th~ 
wool should drop to that price to-day. 

l\Ir. CLAPP; Suppose wool dropped to any price. Do I un­
derstand the Senator to say that the manufacturer of 'i·oolen 
goods under this amendment would have no protection -except 
the 100 per cent on the wool itself? 
· Mr. SMOOT. If the amendment that the Senator from Iowa 
has offered was adopted, they would not ha 1e. 
· M:r. CLAPP. That is what we are discussing-the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 
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l\fr. SMOOT. That is just what I say. If only 100 per cent 
was upon the wool alone, then the American manufacturer 
would ha 1e no protection upon the ma"Q.ufacture of the goods. 

l\Ir. CLAPP. The Senator has just admitted that the Amer­
ican manufacturer would be protected on his manufactured 
article by the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, without 
reference to the 100 per cent on the wool itself. 

Mr. Si\IOOT. No; Mr. President, I never in the world ad­
mitted that, but said just to the contrary. 

1\-lr. CLAPP. Then I ask the Senator again if he means that 
under this amendment, if wool was worth only 11 cents a 
pound--

Mr. SMOOT. In a foreign country. 
Mr. CLAPP. In a foreign country-­
Mr. SllOOT. And 22 cents here. 
Mr. CLAPP. And cloth was imported into this country 

worth a dollar a yard, the only duty would be 11 cents, be­
cause that would be 100 per cent o:µ the wool. If that is not 
so, then there is nothing to the argument. 

Mr. SMOOT. I my this: If wool in a foreign country was 11 
cent , and we had to pay here 22 cents for the same grade of 
home wq_ol, then that is 100 per cent the manufacturers start 
out against them in manufacturing as against the foreign com­
petitor. 

1\fr. CLAPP. In manufacturing foreign wool. 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. What is the difference? 
Mr. CLAPP. We are protecting the domestic wool. 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. What is the difference if the price here is 22 

cents for the dome tic wool? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Minnesota think it 

would be desirable so to arrange these duties that the goods 
would all come in in manufactured form, as they certainly 
would under his suggestion? 

.Mr. SMOOT. They certainly would. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the foreign manufacturer buys his wool 

at 11 cents and the American manufacturer pays 22, and there 
is not an adequate protection upon the woolen cloth, of course 
all the wool will come in in manufactured form. That is per­
fectly obvious. 

Mr. CLAPP. Undoubtedly; but that is not the scope of tllis 
amendment. t 

Mr. ALDRICH. Absolutely. 
Mr. CLAPP. It can not be. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is my judgment. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for 

a moment? 
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. NELSON. As an illustration of the peculiarities of the 

woolen schedule, I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa-for it is no use to call the attention of anyone 
else-to paragraph 376 in the bill, which is paragraph 368 of 
the Dingley law. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. To what paragraph does the Senator refer? 
1\Ir. NELSON. Parag:r;aph 376, on page 131, being paragraph 

368 of the Dingley Act. That provides, and the law is identical: 
On women's and children's dress goods, coat linin~s, Italian cloths 

and goods of similar description and character of which the warp con: 
sists wholly of cotton or other vegetable material with the remainder of 
the fabric composed wholl y or in part of wool, valued at not exceeding 
15 cents per square yard, the duty shall be 7 cents per square yard. 

In that case, when a piece of cloth of that kind comes in 
they have to determine whether the warp is all cotton or vege~ 
table fiber . 

.l\Ir. DOLLIVER. They have; unless the Senator from Utah 
is there on the spot to convince them it can not be done. 

Mr. NELSON. And they have to determine as to the fillin"' 
whether there is any wool in it. They have to separate thb~ 
filling from the warp in that case. 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. They would be fairly successful in that 
jf they could keep the Senator from Utah away. 

1\Ir. NELSON. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to a further fact. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
1\fr. l\'ELSON. The Senator from Utah will please rest 

quietly while I am talking to the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. SMOOT. Oh, yes; I am resting. 
1\Ir. NELSON. I read from Tariff Notes: 
Importations of women's and children's dress goods, coat linings 

Italian cloths, and similar goods, the warp consisting wholly of cotton 
or other vegetable material, the remainder of the fabric consisting 
wholly or in part of wool: Value, $2,950,121.95; duties, $2,959,029.76; 
ad valorem, 100. 

A little over a hundred per cent on a cloth where the warp 
itself was entirely cotton and where there could not by any 
possibility have been more wool than just the filling. Would 
not that amount practically to a duty of 200 per cent~ or nearly 
that, on the wool in the cloth? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It requires a sort of aerial system of 
navigation to tell exactly what that would amount to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me for a moment ? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Ce.rtainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Minnesota 

that the fact that there was $2,900,000 worth of these goods 
imported, upon which a duty of $2,900,000 was assessed, is the 
very best evidence in the world that .under existing conditions 
that duty is not ex-cessive. · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That importation was an insignificant 
item compared with the vast item of domestic production within 
that line of business, as the Senator from Rhode Island well 
knows. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope so. 
1\Ir. SMOO'r. The · intimation, of course, was that the Sen­

ator from Utah had in some way denied the fact that a cotton 
warp could be determined. I never have stated that it could 
not be determined. I never ha-ve stated that wool filling could 
not be determined. Anybody knows that it <;an be determined, 
but that is entirely different from determining the quality as 
to the woolen thread, whether it is waste wool or pure wool. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator will also do me the credit of 
saying that I never pretended that there was any process which 
would report the various grades and values of the wool con­
tained in cloth or anything else, except the wool fiber itself. 
That is all I have contended for, and I am anxious to ha-ve 
these duties, which purport to be compensatory to the people 
who have lost money by reason of buying American wool, as­
sessed upon the basis of the wool content of the cloth, for the 
very purpose of ayoiding appearance of humbuggery and decep­
tion as well as extortion that is involved in the situation in 
which we now live. 

That has another advantage. As I said the other day, this 
inability to sort the character of cloths, classifying the wool­
fiber content in it, makes this bill as I propose to amend it 
practically as high as the Senate bill, so ·far as goods are con­
cerned actually of wool and not taking into account the char­
acter of the wool. This simply undertakes to prevent the 
assessment of the wool compensatory duty upon cotton cloth. 

Mr. SMOOT. In further evidence of what the Senator from 
Rhode Island said in relation to every piece of cloth being 
tested-and it would require the testing of every piece of 
cloth-I" want to say that I have made cassimere for. one cloth­
ing manufacturer with 15 per cent of cotton, and have made 
exactly the same identical pattern of cassimere with all wool 
in it. The prfce was different, but no one on ~arth could tell 
the difference from looking at the cloth, and no one could tell 
without testing it by a chemical test. Therefore any foreign 
manufacturer could have a hundred looms running, and he 
could have half of them running on all-wool goods and the 
other half on the goods with 20 or 25 per cent of cotton. Those 
goods could be shipped in the same identical bale, and unless 
they were tested, and every piece of them tested, no one would 
know or could tell whether it was all wool or whether it was 
part cottoµ. 

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. Does not the Senator know that only 1 pack­
age out of 10 imported is sampled and examined now in the 
appraiser's department, and if that package is found to corre­
spond to the invoice the con!3ignment is passed by the customs 
officials as correct? Is not that taken as conclusive? 

l\fr. SMOOT. Yes; if--
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. If all the packages of imported goods were 

sampled and examined, no building could be put up in New 
York large enough to accommodate the transaction which the 
Senator seems to think is necessary in connection with imported 
merchandise. 

Mr. SMOOT. ·. The Senator had better reverse that, and say 
that would be the case if his amendment were accepted here. 
I am perfectly aware of the fact that under the present law the 
administration of goods entering here is such that one sample 
of goods out of a · case or bale is sufficient; but if the Senator's 
amendment was accepted here every piece would have to be 
tested, and there would not be buildings enough, as he says, in 
New York for the purpose. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. On the contrary, a very simple Treasl'ry 
regulation, such as I shall offer in a moment as an arriendm~nt, 
would make it just as simple to assess these woolens upon tkis 
basis as to tell whether silk is gummed or ungummed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me 
to ask a question of the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator gave an illustration frcm 

his own business a moment ago, in which he said he had made 
a piece of cloth ; what was it? 

Mr. SMOOT. Cassimere. 
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1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Which had 15 per cent of wool in it.. 
1\fr. s:.MOOT. Oh, no; of cotton. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE: Cotton; and then another one of exactly 

the same pattern of all wool. Is that correct? 
Mr. SMOOT. All wool. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yet the Senator had the benefit of the 

compen atory duty on the one containing 15 per cent of cotton, 
precisely as on the one containing all wool Is that correct? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am \ery glad--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I am going to follow it by- another 

question. 
Mr. SMOO'lT. It is not correct from the very fact that I 

stated, when I stated the circumstance, that I sold for less money 
the goods containing 15 per cent of cotton than the goods of 
all wool Therefore I did not take advantage of the com-
pensatory duty. . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The .compensatory duty, as I understand, 
is based upon the supposition that there are about 4 pounds 
of wool in 1 pound of cloth. Is that correct? 

JU1·. SMOOT. That is correct as a supposition, but sometimes 
it takes more than that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me until I ask a question. Then 
I will ask the Senator from Rhode Island one perhaIJS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will be glad to answer the Senator's 
question. 

Mr.· BEVERIDGE. I know, but the illustration that the 
Senator from Utah ga.ve is a little bit troublesome. Both of 
these pieces of cloth, both of which were suppose.(}, so far as 
the theory; of the compensatory duty is concerned, to be all 
wool, were o:QeTated on precisely alike by the compensatory 
duty, if they were operated on at all. There is plainly 15 per 
cent of error, to put it very mildly and kindly; and does not 
the Senator fr.om Utah ·think that something ought to be done 
to correct such a situation? 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator that he is wrong 
again when he says--

Mr. BElVERIDGE. If I am wrong, I am taking the Sen­
ator's own statement.. 

:Mr. SUOOT. And the Senator will acknowledge iL He 
says there is a difference there of 15 per cent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You said that. 
Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no~ There was 15 per cent of cotton in 

the piece of goods. Yet it- took just as much work--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not talking about work. 
Mr~ SMOOT. It was finished just in the same way; it was 

pressed: in the same press; and there was upon ·it all the work 
that it took to make the all-wool piece of. goods. · 

l\Ir~ BEVERIDGE. But the compensatory duty is not based 
upon the work or the press or anything else. It is based upon 
the amount of woor, and the Senator said be made one piece of 
cassimere that contained 15 per· cent of cotton and the rest 
wool, and another one of. precisely the same pattern that con­
tained no cotton and ·all. wool. There was, on the Senator's 
statement. a discrepancy of 15 per cent, and yet the compen­
satory duty, which 'is based upon the supposition that the piece 
contains all wool, operates on.. both alike. · 

l\Ir. SMOOT. If they were sold at the same price--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGiiJ. It operates regardless of the selliil.g or 

the work or the labor or any of .the rest of the elements the 
Senator has spoken of, because it is based upon the matter of 
wool. 

As a matter of fa.ct, since the Senator from Utah will not 
answer it, I will a.Bk the Senator from Rhode Island a question. 

1\fr. ALDRICH. I will be very glad to answer. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was in my mind a moment ago. I 

listened to his argument, demonstrating to his satisfaction 
that the proposition was objectionable because it was not prac­
ticable to test how much wool was in a piece of cloth. But the 
Senator from Iowa immediately followed that by a statement 
that he had seen the o{Jeration under his own eyes. He further 
followed that by the statement that at present the method is 
to require-or it courn. be done-an examination of a sample of 
the· various goods that come in. I ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island this question: Assuming that this method is practicable 
does not the Senator think it would be better to have the com~ 
pensatory duty based upon the actual amount of wool in a piece 
of cloth, instead of upon the incorrect assumption that it is all 
wool, when it is not? I ask that question uporr the assumption 
that it is practicable to do so. · 

l\fr . .ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana evidently-has not 
read this schedule, or perhaps any paTagraphs in it, if he sup­
poses that the compensatory duty- in all these paragraphs, as 
applicable. to all kinds of woolen goods, is four times the amount 
of the duty- put upon first-class wool. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ob, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Sena tor think is the com­
pensatory duty as fixed in the different paragraphs? Will the 
Senator explain that? · 

Mr. BEV~IDGE. I wish the Senator would not get away 
from my question by bringing up here something else. 

Mr. 4.LDRICH. I will not. .. 
Ur. BEVERIDGE. I listened to the · Senator's -very plausible 

statement that the chief objection.. to the method as propo ed 
by the Senator from Iowa was that it was not practicable for. 
various reasons which he advanced. That was followed ~e­
diately by .the statement <;>f the Senator from Iowa that he had 
actually seen the process before his owri eyes, and therefore he 
perso~ally knew it could be done. So my question is con.fined 
to ~1s : If the Senator from Rhode Island should happen to 
be mcorrect about its not being practicable and if the Senator 
from. Iowa ~s correct in saying it is practi~ble, would it not be 
a farrel' thing, a better thing? The Senator can answer that 
yes or no, or as he pleases. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The compensatory duties in this schedule 
are grad~ted according to the percentage of wool which is 
probably rn the cloth. To use the illustration which the Senator 
from Utah has used, a cloth which had 85 per cent of wool 
pays a different compensatory duty from a cloth which bas 15 
per cent of wool, according to the value of the cloth. These 
provis~ons in regard to compensatory duties are very complex 
m then· character. They have been figured accurately as -to 
the value of. the goods. There are scores of compensatory 
duties in these various paragraphs, if the Senator from Indiana 
would take the time to examine them. This idea that 4 
pounds of wool would apply in all cases is very misleading~ 

Mr. CLAPP. .Mr. P.resident-- · 
Mr. ALDRICH. It applies to only a very small percentage 

of the importations; and in the other paragraphs the percentages 
are fixed according to the value of the goods, and the value- of 
the goods is regulated by the amount of wool in it. These 
goods which contain 15 per cent of wool and 85 per cent of 
cotton would probably pay 20 cents a yard difference. Some of 
these goods pay only 7 cents a yard and others 44_ cents com­
pensatory duty. The compensatory duty runs, as I have just 
stated, from 7 cents to 44_ cents to the yard, and that difference 
in' compensatorY. duty is fixed by the value of the goods, and 
the value.. of the goods is fixed by the percentage of wool in 
almost all these cases. 

The Senator from Indiana will see that if we adopt a new 
scale of compensatory duties, the whole schedule bas to be 
tUTned upside down and adjusted according to this new sched­
ule; because the value of the goods is not dependent entirely 
upon the proportion of wool that it contains. That might be the 
very worst test of the value of the goods. For instance, as 
the Senator from Utah has suggested, it might in one case be 
composed of flockS, of waste, or of any kind of material which 
is of the- lowest possible value, and in another case it might 
be composed of all first-class wool. I say again, a test de­
pendent only upon the proportion of wool to the entire fabric 
would be extremely misleading. 

Now, beyond that, the value of these goods depends upon 
the other materials as well as upon the wool contained in 
them. They might be silk, for instance. A cloth might be com­
posed of wool and silk--of a mixture of wool and silk-when 
the silk itself would be more valuable than the wool-three or 
four times, four or five, eight or ten times as valuable as the 
wool. To undertake to fix the compensatory duty upon that 
single element of all these elements which go into the values 
of these various cloths would be most unreasonable and most 
inaccurate-that is, if we want to assess the e duties as we 
should, with a spirit of fairness over the entire scale. 

The proposition of the Senator from Iowa turns the whole 
woolen schedule into chaos and confusion, and I venture to 
say that" no expert in the world could within the next three 
weeks or the next three months undertake to readjust this 
schedule along the lines which the Senator -from Iowa has 
suggested. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. CLAPP. I certainly do not mean to question the purpose 

of any Senator, but it does so happen.. that whenever we ask n 
question we never can get the attempt at an answer directed 
to the question itself. It may not be wise to base the woolen 
schedule upon the wool itself, but I. take it that the compensa­
tory duty on, woolen goods is measured in relation to the wool 
and not in relation to the cotton. The Senator from Uta.h stated 
yesterday a piece of goods which might be called '~woolen 
goods" might: have a percentage of cotton in it and yet be just 
as valuable as though that percentage of cotton was in fact 
woo~ If that is trne---

Mr. SMOOT. Wool waste. 

I 



\ 
I 
I 

1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 3051 
Mr. CLAPP. Wool waste. I do not care what you call it. 

If that is h·ue, then the Senator from Indiana is absolutely 
right- that if two pieces of goods were of the same value, and 
one of them contained 15 per cent of cotton, the compensatory 
duty protecting both of those pieces of goods would be abso­
lutely the same amount, although one of them had only 85 per 
cent of wool. 

I am not discussing at this time the wisdom of this. I am 
discussing the question of the Senator from Indiana, and I say 
again, he is absolutely right. ·If the prices of the two pieces of 
goods are the same, though one of those pieces may have 25 or 
e-ven 50 per cent of cotton in it, in the woolen schedule it is 
protected and compensated by the same identical compensatory 
duty as though every fiber was wool. 

Mr. ALDRIOH. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? Suppose there are two fabrics, one containing 7G 
per cent of pure wool, clean wool, and the other containing 75 
per cent of rags. Does the Senator think they ought to pay 
the same compensatory duty? 

Mr. CLAPP. I do not . . 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is the whole question. 
Mr. CLAPP. But I do think the compensatory duty levied 

in the woolen schedule should be limited to the wool and not 
apply to cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly what this schedule does and 
always has, by levying twice in one case the amount of duty 
upon first class, two and a half times in another case, three in 
another, and four in another, all based upon the idea that a 
certain 1)ercentage of wool appears in these fabrics. The whole 
schedule has been arranged precisely upon that basis. 

l\Ir. CLAPP. With reference to the value of the goods, not 
with reference to the proportion of wool in them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because the value of the goods­
Mr. CLAPP. Admit that--
Mr. ALDRICH. Because the value of the goods is the only 

test which experience has shown could be applied. That is the 
reason. -

Mr. CLAPP. It is the only test that has heretofore been 
applied. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the only test that now can be applied. 
l\fr. CLAPP. That may be, but nevertheless the -Senator 

from Indiana and myself are correct when we say that under 
this woolen schedule a compensatory duty based on wool ma-y 
apply to goods made in part of cotton, and pay the same duty 
if that piece of goods happened to be of the same value of an­
other piece made entirely of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is undoubtedly true. That is always 
true of any specific duty which covers a wide range of goods 
and a certain range of value. It must always apply unequally. 
There is nobody here who denies that or doubts it. Of course 
you can not make a specific rate unless you want to have thou­
sands and thousands of items in these schedules. You can 
not make a specific rate of duty which would apply to ernry 
piece of cloth that was imported. You must have certain pro­
visions as to value and as to the character of the goods. Under 
the present law the test of value is the test of the proportion 
of wool contained, and I say that is the only practical test that 
can possibly be applied. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, just one word further. 
In the illustration given by the Senator from Minnesota, two 
pieces of goods of equal value, one containing 50 per cent wool 
and the other 100 per cent waste or anything, no matter what 
it consists of, are subjected to the same compensatory duty 
and does it not amount practically to just that much mor~ 
duty upon such cotton as may be in it? Is it not an additional 
protection to cotton, under the guise of wool, when cotton has 
already been protected highly? 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana is taking a 
practically impossible case. Suppose it were possible, which 
could not be true-

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Suppose it possible; something else 
might llappen. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let me suggest to the Senator from Indiana 
why it is not possible. If one cloth contains 85 per cent cot­
ton and 15 per cent wool, and another clo& contains 15 per 
cent wool and 85 per cent cotton, the value would not be the 
same, and could not possibly be. That is out of the question. 
So the Senator is speaking about a case which never could 
arise. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Then, will the Senator answer a hypo­
thetical case, although it is based upon the direct statement 
of the Senator from Iowa? Suppose there are two pieces. 
One of them contains a certain per cent of cotton, the other a 
certain per cent of what you call waste-wool waste. Does 

it not follow that you give the cotton the full protection in 
addition? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the fabric was composed in part of cot­
ton and in part of wool waste, those facts would fix the value 
high enough, the foreign value as well as the domestic \alue, 
and it would be assessed for duty in proportion to that value, 
at a rate based upon that value. That is the only test, I say 
again, that can possibly be applied. 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. So we are all agreed, so far as this class 
goes, that the compensatory -duty depends, after all, on the 
amount of cotton. The cotton is determined by the price. The 
price therefore is the test as to the amount of cotton in it, and , 
the purpose in determining the compensatory duty according to 
the price is to determine bow much cotton there is in it. Now, 
that being the case--

Mr. ALDRICH. That does not follow at all. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did not the Senator say that? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It might be cotton or anything else. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I meant to say that the amount of wool 

was determined by the price. The price is the test as to the· 
amount of wool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator should have put the proposi­
tion the other way. The wool determines the price, not the 
price the wool. 

.Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; it is a question of testing the 
amount of wool in a piece of goods, which is determined by the 
price. So it reduces itself to the fact that the only test is the 
amount of wool which is in the piece of goods on which what. 
we are trying to determine is the price. Now, the question, it 
seems to me, is whether that is the best and the most accurate 
test. The Senator from Iowa says that the exact amount of 
wool in the piece of goods can be scientifically determined. If 
that should be true, if that is practicable, would not that be 
the better and more jµst method, because it must be apparent 
even to an uninstructed man, and I confess I am one, that the 
price could not accurately measure the amount of wool? It 
has beeen demonstrated here by e·xact figures--

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is mistaken on two points. In 
the first place, it is not possible practically to determine with 
such--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Iowa said he had seen 
it under his own eyes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. · Everything can be done in a laboratory if 
you have time and space enough. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the Senator will not an­
swer the supposititious question, which is based on the direct 
statement of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer it in a moment. I say In the 
first place this method of assessing duties is not practical; 
and if it were practical, I will say that, if the proportion of 
wool contained should be shown by a chemical test, it is not 
an accurate test of the value of the goods, and can not be in 
the nature of things. Seventy-five per cent of waste or 75 per 
cent of pure wool would be assessed at the same duty, and 
that certainly is not just or accurate or proper as a basis for 
the collection of duties. 

So, if even the Senator's first contention was correct, and I 
say it is not, his last contention would fall, because it does not 
afford an accurate test of the value of the goods. 

Mr. l\fcLAURIN. Mr. President, on Tuesday last, the 8th of 
this month, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] made a 
statement that shortly before that time the price of wool had 
dropped from 21 to 12 cents a pound. I '1Sked the innocent 
question whether the Wilson tariff law had anything to do with 
causing that drop. I think it was a very pertinent question, 
for the reason that everything that has happened wrong in 
this Government since 1892 has been attributed by the Repub­
lican party to the Wilson tariff law, which was enacted on the 
28th day of August, 1894. The senior Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] offered to answer that question by saying that 
wool, during the existence of the Wilson tariff act, was sold 
in his State at from 41 to 6 cents a pound. I did not think 
that that was relevant to the question that I propounded. I do 
not suppose that the Senator from Wyoming thought so. But 
that was the best that could be answered. 

I have here tbe prices of wool, given in the American Wool 
and Cotton Reporter for January 2, 1896, which was a pa1't of 
the time when the Wilson tariff law was in effect, and it does 
not show that in Wyoming any '"wool was as low as 4! or 6 cents 
a potmd ; but the lowest was from 7 to 9 cents a pound. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me? 
l\Ir. McLAURIN. Certainly. 
l\Ir. WARREN. Are the prices given there the prices in 

Wyoming or the prices OJ?- the market? 
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Mr. McLA URIN. Yes, sir; and the· prices all over the 
country. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator may rely: upon the Wool and 
Cotton Reporter> but I will p1·oduce, if he will give me time, 
certificate after certificate showing the exact amount of money 
received from an exact amount of wool; and in some places it 
went down as low as between 4 and 5 cents a pound to· the 
grower, loaded on the cars, for tbe entire clip~ 

l\!r. McLA.IJRIN. Of course there may have· been straggling 
instances of a very infeEior grade of wool that went- down as 
low as 4! cents, but this American Wool and. Cotton Reporter 
published--

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
Mr. McLA.URIN. In one moment. It is published by Franll 

P. Bennett & Oo., of Boston, Mass., and is considered an 
authority. 

Mr. WARREN. By the Senator· from Mississippi. But 
- would he put a published pdc.e-current list from a Boston news­

paper against the aceounts of sale, in. actual transactions in 
Wyoming.? . 

Mr. McLAURIN. I think it is an authority- all oV"er this 
counrry. It certainly is not a free-trade- journal. It is a pro­
tective journal and protective people edit and. publish it. 

Mr. WARREN. At present; but let me say to the Senator-­
Mr. Mc.LAURIN. At that time. 
l\1r. WARREN. Yes~ Let me say to tha Senator, first, that 

I have seen the Wool and Cotton· Reporter probably almost since 
its first issue came-0ut. I know the gentleman he speaks of well, 
and. I . have known him for. many yearS.. Lknow. somethin~ of 
the wool market I want to say to the- Senator, without any 
reflection upon Mr. Bennett or his paper, the_ Cotton and Wool 
Reporter, that clips which sold for less than.. 5 cents during the 
time mentioned have since been. contracted tar on the sheep's 
back at as high as 24.cent&. 

Mr . .UoLAURIN. I can hardly understand how those clips 
that were sold for 6 and 7 cents could hava been contracted for 
afterwards on the sheep's back. But> aside: from that--

Mr, WARRE...."'f. The Senator evades: the question. 
Mr. McLAURIN. I am not begging:the question .. 
Mr. W ARREJN. He understands what I meant. A clip for 

the- year 1907 would be loaded on the cars and peJ.·haps bring 5 
cents a pound, or even less. The clip from the- same sheep the 
following year· might hring an entirely· different figure, and it 
would be the same clip, in the way we speak of such matters. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Ye_ Mr:. President. Here is the American 
Wool and Cotton Reporter., devoted exclusively to this business, 
in Boston, Mass.; 530 Atlantic.. avenue, I believe~ is where they 
do business. This book gives the price of these articles every 
year. It is a paper that is edited, and it gives the price every 
year; and here is the price that is given.. as the lowest . price in. 
Wyoming in. 1896. There is one_ article of wool here as low as 
7 to 9 cents, another from 8 to 11 cents, and another from 10 to 
12 cents in the State of Wyoming. The lowest that is given is 
burred and defective woo.I in the State. of Oalifornia, that is 
from 6 to 7 cents. There-is wool here.. that .is quoted as high as 
17 to 18 cents in the States of Texas and Georgia. 

I do not desire- to taka- up the time of the Senate, but I ask 
to insert this in the RECORD without reading it. It will give the 
prices of these wools, and I think that even the. Senator from 
Wyoming may rely upon it. 

Mr. WARREN.. 1'tl.r. President~ it may be that I shall have 
to go to Boston and to some building on Atlantic a.venue to 
:find out what the prices- of wool have heen. in Wyoming, but I 
want to say to the Senator that the prices of wool in_ Wyoming 
have been as r stated. While most of those.:· men who were 
compelled to take- 5 and 6. cents were so ashamed of such a 
low price that· they might hesitate. ahout producing- their 
-vouchers, L can, nevertheles , show invoice after invoice, retru·n 
after return of accounts o:t sales from men who do business 
along the same avenue, Atlantic aven.u~ .. in Boston, in proof 
of the low prices. I have indicated, and which will show that 
the figures the Senator is now asking us to accept as the rule 
in Wyoming are totall;y and absolutely wide. of the facts, so 
far as prices of Wyoming wool in Wyoming are concerned. 
But, Mr. President, the price of_ Wyoming wool in Bos.ton would, 
of course, show 2i to 4 cents: increase, on account of. tran porta­
tion, commission, and other charges, the- railroad freight alone 
costing H- to 2~ cents per pound.. 

Mr. l\IcLAURIN.. I waa'just. wondering how high the Senator 
from Wyoming_ would be to have tu go down to the- seventh 
story of a building m Boston... 

Mr. WARREN. It depends upon how low down I would have 
to go to- get to the; low, price-of. wool ... 

Mr. McLAURIN. I am not in favor of free wool; I fav_or a. 
revenue tariff on wool; but I am not in favor of· a tariff on 
manufactured goods and then a tariff on wool; and then adding 
another tariff to the manufacturer to compensate him for the 
privilege that he gives to the Cong1·ess of the United States. to 
tax wool. That is what is meant by- a compensatory duty. 

Mr. WARREN. I have no doubt but that the Senator le~s:­
lates always as hone tly as= it is possible for the Senator from 
Wyoming or any other. Senator in this body to legislate. 

Mr. MoLAURIN. ' These are statistics that I think are- reli­
able. I ask unanimous consent to in ert them in the RECORD 
without reading them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). With­
out objection, the request of the Senator from Mississippi will 
be complied with. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
Quotations of leading grades of wool in the seaboard markets. 

[From the American Wool and Cotton Reporter, J"anuary 2, 1896.] 
WASHED CLOTHTNG FLEECES. 

Cents. 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia X.,"'{ and above _______ 19 -20 
OWo, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia X-------------- 1 n - 18 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. No. 1----------- 21 -22 No. 1, ~ combing _________________________________________ 22 -23 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia No. 2 _______________ 22 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Vfrginia coarse _______________ 22 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and New· York X and above ________ 16 -17 
Michigan, Wisconsi..rr, and New- York No. 1----------------- 20 -21 No. 1, § bleached, combing _______________________________ 2.1 -22 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and New York No. 2-------------- 21 -22 
Michigan. Wisconsin, and New York coarse _____________ 21 -22 

WASHED COMBING AND DELAINE. 
Fine delaine, Ohio and Pennsylvania._ ________________ 20 -21 
Fine delaine, Michigan_ and Wisconsin_ _______________ 18 -19 
No. 1 combing, !l and ~ bleached _______________________ 22. -23 
No. 2 combing, t bleached ___________________________ 22 -23 
Coarse combing, brushed------------------------- 21 -22 

UNWASHED CO~llll~G. 

§ blood----~~----------------------.:_________ 17 -18 
Kentucky, Indiana, and similar wool, i! and a--------------- 1 -19 Illinois, Missouri, and. Wisconsin. ___________________ 1 T -18 
Coarse, braid--------------------------------------------- 17 -18 

UNWASHED LIGHT. A.ND BBIGKT. 
Ohio and Pennsylvania fine, unmercerized__________________ 15 
Michigan and New York fine, unmercerized _________________ 13 -14 
Ohio and Pennsylvania.... fin.e, unwashed_ ________________ 14 
Mlch.i,gan and New York fine, unwashed ___________________ 12 -13 
§ blood unwashed------------------------------------- 16 -17 
Kentucky, Indiana, and similar wools, R and i bleached_, _____ 17 -18 
Illinois, Mis ouri, and Wisconsin _____________________ 16 -17 

~~~~~:-~~~~:~---=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=--=-:-=--=-=-=--=---==---==-=-=-=-==:-=-:-=--=- 1~ =rn 
TEXAS, GEORGIA, AND LAKE. 

Spring, 12 mouths, choice ___________________________ _ 

1rn~i1£~!~~~=====--==:====--=========~==== Fall average _____________ ;... _______________________ _ 

Georgia and lake------------------------------
CALIFORNIA.. 

12 -13 
11. -12 
10 -11 
10 -11 

9 -10 
18 -19 

~Ya~!r~o~K~~· s~r1ii'g=:::::=::::::::=::=::::========= ii =i~ 
Southern spring_________________________________________ 9 -10 
Bur-ry and_ defective ----------------------------- 6 - 7 

f~itL~~. ~~~r~~~~::::::=::::=:~::::::::::=:::====--=::::: .~ -7 
OREGON. 

Eastern Oregon, choice ______________________________ ,_ __ 12 -13 
Eastern Oregon, average __________________________________ 10 r-11 
Eastern Oregon, heavY------------------ ------------- 9 -10 

~film 8EiE: ff~: !:::::::::::=:=--:=::=::::::::=:=:::: I~ 
TEIIBITORY. 

Idaho fine-------------------- - ------------------------ 10 -11 
Idaho fine, medium__--------------------------- 11. ,-12 
Idaho medium-------------------------------- 12 -13 Kansas fine and fine medium _____________________________ ii _12 

~~~n:~~============================= 7 - 9 Wyoming finei. medium------------------------------------ 8 -1~ 
Wyoming meoium------------------------------- 10 -12 
Utah fin~-------------------------------------------- 10 -11 
Utah fine medium----------------------------- 12 -13 

1~1lf~[~iif ;;:=:~=~=~~~~~~~~=~~~~~ g ~~ 
Montana fine, choice---------------------------- 12 - 13 
:M:ontana fine, average------------------------------------ 11 -12 Montana fine, choice medium __________________________ 13 -14 
Montana fine-.. medium, average_ _________________ 12 -13 
Montana medium, choice ____________ :______________ 14 -15 
Montana. medium, average-----~----------------- 13 -14 

~~t1~~fill.e=:======================== 
1

~ ::-10 

/ 
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Cents. r "which WU'S a high-..gracle wool, was·6 cents a pound. iJ made _per-
:wash!ngton fine, . medium ____________________________ 10 -11 ; .-son.al inquicy in order ·that ;.r might:Imow facts from ·the 011igillal 
:Washmgton medmm--------------------- ·----.------------ 1.l - 12 party. The parties at Mountain Horne did not -sell it :for 6 cents 
~~1~~~~~ fi~e;- medium:::.:::=.::::::::::::::::=:::.:::::::::=====--======~==::::::: 18 ::::}~ a ·pound, :but that was the ibest ·offer i:hey got. 1 -spoke '.to them 
·Colorado medium------------------------·---------- .12 -1.3 ·that night and "I :ttild them ;to .hold •on ·t-0 'their wool, .that the 
·Colorado coarse-----------7 ---:--7--:----:---:------------- 1g =12 ·,Republican party was cnming into power -IDld !that conditions .Southern Colorado antl New MexiC<>, -ummp1oveiL __________ l-~ 14 . . . th 
.Southern Colorado .and New .:Mexico, improv.ed---~------ J.3 -16 ·would .be Testor.ed under .which 'their "wool would be wor a 

A.RIZO~A. 

f t~~t~ CY!~~~==================--========-==== 1~ - ~
9 

WESTERN' AND ORDINARY PULLED, SCOURED. 

great deal more. So far as .those people ·were ·concerned ithey 
did not sell the wool. 

'I went to Cal.dwell, in 'the .:State :_of Idaho, ·On .the line of ihe 
road, ·and I -sa:w -,practically :the same conditions, ·with approxi­
mately ·the :same quantities of wool. I saw those men in con­
'Versa:tion ·with tthe ·would-be .purchaser. I knew him ·and talked 
to him and talked to the men, and I gave them the same advice, 
and tthere 1was :a. :great .dea1 ,of rthat •wool that was 'held •over 
.until the price had advanced .and he ·people were able to market 
.it. ..There rwere ::srune •people ·who ·were 'So simated, financially, 
that they could not carry their weol over, filld 'they -sold it ~or 

CHOICE BRU SHED, s.counEo. -.What ·they 1could ,gffi:. ·some 1borrowed enough money upon the 
'Wool ·to . .enable :them to ·Carr~ ·it. :But ·the picture IT .gave the 

~~~~~~~~~11.~-~-:-~~ 
Mr. 'W'.ARREN. ·centainly_ 

FOREIGN. Mr .. :1\IoLA.URIN. .J:f the Senator1:rom 'Wyoming ;has 'the floor 
.:A.nstralian : : lJ: -wm wait ·until ·:he ':gets ifhrougb. '.I wish i:o 'make one ·or two 

Combing, choice ---------------------------------- :21 -~24 ; -rema:u.ks an •reference 1to ·what was ·said !by the Senator 'from 
.. 2~:~};fa[0_°~-==---:====================== ~ =~ . !Idaho. 
-Clothing _ ________ ~-------------------------- ·18 --20 Mr. WARREN. If the Senator wishes, I will yield now. 
Ch~iccst ~lothing._ _____________________________ 21 -:24 Mr. McLAJURTN. II inst ·wa.nt to say :that ·the Senator '11-om 

'Cape a~a Natal --------------------------------------- '14 : 16 Id ho has been late -:in . ivin ·us ;this •dis u.i=Sition on ·tire ·wodl 
:Montevideo------~--------------------------- 15 fl6 1 a g g q 
South American, pulled ------------------------------ .27 -29 , •market .in his :state .during 'the ·time of the Wilson law. "He ·did 
English coar~e---------------------------------- _24 - 26 not 1IIldertak" ·to do that -<1ay :before :yesterday ·when this tmatter 
~~~i~f1a_; ·~gJbe<i;fieece:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~g -26 ' was •up. · ~hat which :'brmrglit out- the 1coni:roversy ·was this 
Canadian combed, pulled ---------------------------------- 26 -27 -language of .the .Senator -.frmn [da'.ho : 

Mr. NELBON. .Mr. Presiaent, I rise ·for only a moment to I ·saw wool not •very 1.ong ago i:lrop from 21 cents to 12 cents. 
say that "it :stdkes me · that the most unique argument advanced : Now, ±hat is :w:hat .was said ·by the ;'Sernrtonwith n·eier.ence-· -
against .any :amendment 'to .this bill is the :m:gument adva.need · -1\Ir. HEYBURN . .Mr. President--

. by the "Senator from Rhode .Island. In .substance it is .that ; '11he _pRESID.ENT _J)ro .tempore. Does the S.ena:tor ;from .Mis-
the wool .:schedule is of such a complicated character 'that you sissippi :yield to '±he Senator rftrom 'Idaho? 
ought not 'to change it in any particular, because that would Mr. 1\fcLAURIN. Just-.wruit .a moment. After a. eolloquy had 
involve a revision of the whole -s.chedule. .oecurred .between the Senator "from Wyoming:and me the Sena-

.Mr. President, I was foolish enough to believe when this . tor :from Idaho umid: ' 
session of Congress met ·.that ·we were :to Tevise the tariff, and 
if there was any one ·schedule in the whole tariff bill <that 
needed ,revision it ·was ·the woolen schedule. The cottun sched­
ule is a very .complicated schedule, but perhaps not as ·much 
as the wo-olen schedule. Yet -the Senator =fro_m Rhode Island 
found no difficulty in navancing and changing the duties in . 
the cotton -schedule. I think if the Finance Committee had 
gi"ven their attention to the •wool schedule they could have had ' 
an opportunity, and the Senate .would have given them an 
opportunity, to consider that schearile. It will not do to come 
in and say :that this schedule is so complicated, so artistic, so 
artificial,. that to meddle with ·it in any particular now would 
in1olve ·a ·r evision of ·:th::tt schedule, and we 'have not time i:o 
go into thn.t work now; that it should be done at some futu1·e 
time. There is always a future time in 'the .eyes of some 
people when we attempt to make reforms. They are always 
postponing the work of .reform. So .here we 'have :been told in 
reference to i he woolen schedule : " To be sure there may be 
incongruities in it, but it is too late to .do .anything now; we 
will have to postpone 1t 'to some other time." 

Now, that, it seems to me, is ID.Ot such a re-vision .of the ta.tiff 
as the Republican party contemplated and .assuroil the .people 
of the eountry of in the last-campaign. 

1\fr. HEYBU.RN. M r. "President, I have only a word or two 
.to say in re@onse 'to .t he suggestions of 'the Sena.tor from Mis­
sissippi fl\Ir. McLAunrn]. The Statements which J: ma.de as to 
the price of wool and sheep were based upon my own _personal 
knowledge .and not taken from any trade journal T :know what 
was offered for wool a.t the _period to w.hich I referred in 1896. 
I saw 2,000,000 pounds of wool at Mountain Home, in 1daho­
and I can give the specific facts-that were under shelter wait­
ing for a market, and "I saw the wool buyer •who 'was 1there for 
the purpose of securing .the wool. .I talked -.with 'him. a: saw a 
number .of wool owners ·.who live 1th.ere. I :·saw ..the ;proprietar 
uf tlie ·warehouse in ·which ·the w.ool ·was .sbelterell. [ ,gained ·my 
knowledge 'from ·those people. Th·e best offer 'for i:hut woo1, ' 

I ' will call his attention to figures, however, which have been ·handeu 
..to .me. In 1.896, -88,29-8,d--83 -sheey .-sold .for c$65;167/l35; that ·is, rt.hey 
·were averaged at that ; and in the year .of grace 1907, 53,240,282 sheep 
'had a ·value · ot $204,210,129. A mere 'insp.ection of the figures is 
sufficient. 

That is what "'he 'Sa'.id. 
Mr. HEYBURN. 'That "Was eleven _years after "'the ,period-­
·1'tfr. ·iroLA.URIN. Tha't is .:all Tlght; b.ut the .Point I want to 

make is that -the ·senator 'has given :his 'testimony as to ·the :price 
-of ·wool during the i:lme of tbe :ex':istence of the Wilson Ja.w. 
.That :testimony ·he fild"-not :give day 'before _yesterda_y, .and "I 
_guess 'it ought i:o be closed out, because it 'is not 'in rebuttal, and 
he ought to 'have JJUtin all of 'his direct evidence in ;his case. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will 'the Sena.tor permit me at that -point? 
Mr. MCLAURIN. Certainly. 
'l\ir. "REYBURN. The ·price to which I Teferred, which ·was 

in 19077, was double the price itha:t ·wool was a.t the lowest point 
under the Wilson law. 

Mr. :MoLAURIN. Now, ::Mr. "Presillent, .the Senn.tor from 
Iaaho in ·his -:Statement .is correct as '.far .as he knows .anything 
about it l'n Jiis :State, in his neighborhood; ·but in opposition to 
.his infor:mation ana 'his Jmowledge about it I put ·Oll .record 
the .American Wuol .and Cotton -;B,eporter--

.1\fr:. REYBURN. If the Senator will _permit me .just a 
moment, the price .to which wool fell 1under the .financial dis­
,turbance of nearly two ,yea.rs .ago was the Tesult of the :financial 
condition of the ,country ..a.t ±ha::t shart period of ;time, .but :it 
.revived ..so quickly .after the llepublican ,.party had readjusted 
the :finances of ;the .country .and brought .a.bout the chan_ge ~tha± 
probab~y a very sm:ill quantity cOf WOO!, if any, :was .sold at that 
reduced ,p~ice. 

l\fr. l\IoLATIIlIN. I should like to ask the -Senator from-Ida.ho 
if he meant two _years ago during .the panic when he said it 
dropped not long ago from 21 to 12 .cents? 

Mr. HEYBURN. 1 refer.red .to a .period two y.eai·s ago or 
thereabouts. 
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Mr. McLAURIN. As I understood the Senator day before 
yesterday, the remedy was applied overnight, and the whole 
trouble was cured the next morning. _ 

Mr. HEYBURN. I was speaking within the range of ~e 
liberty of speech. I was demonstrating a position, illustrating 
a point, and the language was sufficiently applicable. So I do 
not feel called upon to state how many days or hours we were 
considering the financial measure. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
Mr. McL.AURIN. With the Senator's permission, I will yield 

in just a moment. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
if wool remained at the price of 12 cents until the rearrange­
ment by the Republican party of the financial laws of the 
country? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It did not happen to be at a time of the 
year when wool was being sold. The wool had been marketed 
at a very much better price, from 16! to 18i cents, which is 
always a good price for wool. 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator, the minimum in 
one case was in the neighborhood of 4 or 5- cents during the 
panic and advanced to 8, 9, 11, 12, or whatever the statement 
made by the Senator, according to the class of wool and where 
it was. 

Mr. HEYBURN. While I used 1906, it was b·ue in 1905 and 
it was true all the time that the Wilson-Gorman law was in 
force. I do not mean those exact figures, but as the market 
became exhausted or drained the price of wool went down; the 
herds had decreased, and there was nothing to bring it up until 
the absolute assurance contained in the duty- provided by 
the Dingley )aw, which brought confidence to investment, confi­
dence to the owners, and confidence to the purchasers of the 
product. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Does the Senator understand that the 
Wilson law was in force in 1905 or 1906? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from Mississippi, I know, does 
not intend to draw schoolmaster lines. Of course that was an 
inadvertence of speech. We were speaking all the time of 
when the Wilson-Gorman law was in effect, which was in 
1894-95, and since, and until ·the Republicans changed it in 
189.7. -

Mr. McLAURIN. I thought the Senator just a while ago 
was speaking of the time of the panic of 1907. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think the Senator's mind is at all 
confused as between those periods or as to the application of 
my remarks to the respective periods. 

Mr. McL.AURIN. The Senator's mind is not confused. It is 
a matter of the confusion of language by the Senator ftom 
Idaho. 

Mr. W .A.RREN. I have observed with no particular appre­
hension the system of reform which prevails here. I am a 
friend of reform. I am myself a reformer. The reform my 
friend the Senator from Iowa seeks to effect is one that I hope 
he will be successful in demonstrating; that is, this test of wool 
and woolens was easily made here in the Senate from the testi­
mony of a Senator, but it is -very difficult practically. 

I will be glad to join the Senator when that time shall come 
when those who have practical knowledge of the subject can 
accept his theory; but it seems to me, Mr. President, that we 
ought to be guided somewhat by experience at all times, and 
certainly if we are about to effect a radical reform. 

Now, if I shall give no offense to certain Senators present, 
and there are none whom I respect more, I may say that, re­
garding this proposed test, " I am from Missouri, and I have 
got to be shown." I go back to the experience of this country 
in the various tariff laws; I have searched them carefully, and 
they go b:!ck as far as 1790. After triaJ, up to 1816, the tariff 
law of that year was fixed to apply to such materials as we are 
now discussing under this amendment, as "manufactures of 
which wool is the material of chief value." We had long years 
of trial under tha t, and in 1824 the tariff read "of which w·ool 
is a component part." We have gone on, tariff law after tariff 
.Jaw; we have followed that along, and our friends .on the other 
side, to whom I hope I give no offense, in their tariff law of 
1894 made it read the same way, notwithstanding the same law 
made wool absolutely free. They were so certain that the 
tests ought to be applied in the way of assessing the duty on 
manufactured goods, where wool was a component part, that 
they used the same language respecting this particular section. 
All the other sections applied the same way to cloth that was 
made of part wool; in other words, they assessed the same duty 
upon an article in which wool was a component part, whether 
it was 1 per cent or 99 per cent wool. 

So I say to my esteemed friend from Iowa-whom I expect 
to follow some time when he has got his reform sufficiently 
complete _so that we may possibly swallow it-that I would 
rather trust to the Nation's experience that has been pa sed 
along to us, and been tried satisfactorily by both parties. I 
would rather wait until we have got more than the appro·ml 
of one Senator, to whom some specialist has beeu able to dewon­
sb·ate in the Senator's committee room that it is possible to 
determine under some circumstances whether certain goods con­
tain a bit of wool or a bit of cotton or some substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], 
on which the ~yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. JO:NES (when the name of Mr. PILES was called). .My 

colleague [Mr. PILES] is paired for the remainder of the day 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the negative). I a sk if 

the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY], with whom I am paired, 
has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
he has not. 

Mr. LODGE. Having a general pair with that Senator, I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (after having voted in the negative). I ask 
if the Senator from Mississippi [.Mr. MONEY] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the Senator from Mississippi has not voted. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish an arrangement made, so that he 
may stand paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. BOURNE] 
for the remainder of the day. I say that, of course, in case the 
Senator remains away from the Chamber, as I understand he 
has left for the day. 

The result was announced-yeas 32, nays 43, as follows: 

- YE.A.S-32. 

Bacon Culberson Hughes Owen 
Bankhead Cummins Johnston, Ala. Paynter 
Beveridge Davis La li'ollette Rayner 
Bristow Dolliver McLaurin Simmons 
Brown Fletcher Martin Smith, _Md. 
Burkett Foster Kelson Stone · 
Chamberlain Frazier New lands Taliaferro 
Clapp . Gore Overman Taylor 

NAYS-43. 

Aldrich Crane Gamble P enrose 
Borah Crawford Guggenheim Perkins 

Cullom Heyburn Root Bradley 
Brandegee Curtis Johnson, N. Dak. Scott 
Briggs Depew Jones Smith, Mich. 
Bulkeley Dick Kean Smoot 
Burnham Dillingham Mccumber Stephenson 
Burrows Dixon McEnery Sutherland 
Burton du l'ont Nixon Warner 
Carter Flint Oliver Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page 

NOT VOTING-16. 

Bailey Daniel Lodge Shively 
Bourne, Elkins Money Smith, S. C. 
Cl a rke, Ark. Frye Piles Tillman 
Clay Hale Richardson Wetmore 

So :Mr. DoLLIVER's amendment was rejected. · 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend­

ment on page 135, line 12. 
Mr: ALDRICH. I ask that the pending paragraph may first 

be agreed to. 
· The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the paragraph is agreed to. -

Mr. DOLLIVER. The amendment which I offer is an extra 
paragraph. I shall not ask to have it read, as it is adminis­
trative in character, and calculated to throw some light upon 
amendments that have previously been voted upon, which, but 
for the appearance of this amendment in the RECORD, might 
be a little obscure. As I have said, I shall not even ask to 
have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the proposed amendment will be printed in the RECORD. 

The amendment referred to is as follows : 
Page 135, after line 12, insert the following : 
" 39li. All invoices of manufactured or partly manufactured articles 

subject to duty under this schedule -shall specify separately the quan­
tity of wool contained in every such article, and duty shall not be 
assessed upon a less quantity of wool than so stated in the invoice, and 
any such article concerning which the invoice does not specify the 
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quantity of wool shall be assessed as if composed wholly -of wool. 
This schedule shall take effect ninety .days after .the passage of this 
act, and until that time Schedule K of the act approved July 24, 1897, ,' 
entitled 'An act to provide revenue for the Government and to en- ; 
courage the industries of the United States,' shall ·remain in frill iaree · 
'llnd efl'ect." 

_market .conditions to less than 5 cents per pound alleged protec­
tion. That redaetion would -bring us to '3. _point in the wool­
growing .industr.Y in this country which would be no better than 
free trade in wool, ·necause .:the one would nestroy the fi.oeks . as 
quickly as the other. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, Mr. President, I desire to return to 'Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, what the· Senator from 
'Paragraph 370 with a -view of offering an :amendment "to 'ttrat ·· Montana -says would be true if the-:fa:ets back of his statement 
paragra}}h. , . <Could be verified; but the truth is · that the equivalent ad 

Mr. AI.;DRICH. It will be necessary to ask 'for a reconsitler- :va1orem upon wool is now 45 per cent-not more, and possibly 
-ation of the vote by which that paragraph ;w-as adopted; -and · -1ess--and it -would be c godsend -to ~states like Montana and 
I ask that the vote be reconsidered, .for the purpose -0f ,allowin_g ·w,yoming if they could be sure that they would have 45 _per 
the Senator frnm Iowa [Mr . . DaLLIVER] to offer ms amend-" ·cent on the value of their wool standing an the time between 
ment. ihem :and the -foreign imports of wool into the 'United States. 

Mr . .BURKETT. It seems to .me tlmt the amendment _pro- · ':But 1 rean demonstrate ..that · this .simple scheme of .wo.ol assess­
posed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dou.IVER] should be ! ment takes away from . the -goad people in Montana and Wyo­
a.cted lU>On one way or the other. . · rming w:ha t it appears to give them, .and that in reality ·1 would-be 

:M:r. DOLLIVER . .l\fr. £:resident, I do not desire to have·-any- conferring a blessing .upon Montana if .I could secure to .every 
thing .more done with the amendment than toll.ave :it · printed in :sheep 1husbandman ·there -an authentic, bona fide -ad valorem o.f 
the REcoBD. . 45 per cent on the wool that enters the market of the United 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to :re-con- · .. States. I do .not JiesiI:e.to mix that qu.estion-np, although if the 
sidering the vote by --wllich 1mragraph .. 370 was agreed to? ""The Senator from Montan:a desires, I will · offer another :amendment 

·Chair hears n.one. 'The amendment proposed by the Senator 
1 

and ask that they be considered together. It m:i_ght embarrass 
from Iowa to ihat :Paragraph will be -stated. . .; ·me if they were bQth .adopied; b.ut .they Jllight .as .well die peaee­

The SECBETA"RY. At the end of·the paragra:p·h it is proposed to -'fully in the -same transaction. [Laughter.] 
·<strike out the period and in lieu -:thereof to insert a colon ·_and · The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amentlment will =.be 
the following proviso: .. stated. 

'ProviiLed, That in no event shall :the duty on any of the foregoing j The :SECRETARY. A-dd -at ~the :same ·plaee the following p-.r,0-
·.f!-rticles In paragraphs 368, 369, or .310 exceed 60 .per cent ad valorem. V.iso : 

'l\fr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I desir~ to .say that those Pr-0v-ideil, ·That .tn .no ·case ·shall ·the ·du.ty upon .weols, cweol .was.tes, 
noils, or any of the foregoing .articles in the pi:evious paragraphs of 

paragraphs are the ones ·which assess ;the duties upon .;by-prod- · thts -schedule exceed 60 per .cent ail valol'em. 
ucts of worsted .manufacture, what .a.re .eommon1y -caHed '-'·w.o.ol · 
extracts" and "wool wastes." One of th-e most pa.thetic com- .l\1r. ALDRICH. .1\Ir. :Pr.e.sident, :the -r:.epresentattves .Of· the 
plaints made to me-:and r ··confess-that itnas touched my-sympa- : :woolgrowers have always .belie!"ed that ·an .indirect atta:ck, 
thies considerably-is the fact that the framework of our duties throngn wool duties, upon 'noils and similar products would be 
on wool is such that only the wools of the lighter shrinkage can . fatal to the wool duties, and I agree with them. 
be"imported, thereby excluding a ·1a.rge,part of the woolen-manu- 1\1r. J3ADON. I ·should like to inquire of the '.Senator .'frdm 
-facturing interests .of .the United "States ·from .the riuht to 'Iowa if I am cnrrect in ·understand.i:ng that the ,ma:ximum which 
participate in the foreigD. .. w.aol market, and leaving them to · he puts upon wool, _ac:cording to llis ·own :statement, exceeds the 
~supplement the shortage of their home -supply :for ·mauu- · present ·duty a.n wool by 15 per cent? · 
facturiµg ,purposes .b.Y buying ·rwhere ·they -ean -noils rmd :i:hese: l\Ir. DOLLIVER. It does; but it is the maximum. I do not 
Yarious forms of wastes .and :wool ..extracts. They claim that ·desire to interfere with the ac11:Ial wool duties that are collected. 
the men who make these wastes are the men who are com- :Mr. BACON. Is it 15 per cent in excess? 
peting ·with -them for ·1the privilege of selling goods . in this Mr. DOLLIVER. That is the maximum. I am trying to 
market. · equalize the duties. We have got here on wo9ls at a given rate 

They say:, with a force that ·has greatly impressed ...me that '.an equivalent ad valorem •Uf ..f15 ':per eent, ahd yet in the same 
the law -ought not to J.eave them •to be deait with .an the ~xtor- c:bill the wool wastes cast up, many of them, in the process of 
tioiia.te terms of those who are interested ln a business which manufacture ~re assessed at a higher rate than the assessment 
aec.ording fo ·many statements thrrt have been made here ha~ :upon wool itself. 
in some way practically extinguished the profits of the c~rded Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to the 
woolen ·manufactures, the knit-goods manufactures anct other fact that if the price of wool should drop in a foreign country 

-of ··the more humble forms of-woolen--goods manufactures in the . to 15 cents, under a -:ma:ximum 11.d-valorem --Cluty of. 69 ·per eent -a 
United States. They -say-and I stand :Teady to make their ;pound, .we w.o.uld only .lla..ve a .iln.t;y nf _9 .c.en.ts on wo.ol, in.stead 
:statements good-that "i:he rates · which we ha-ve :Ji:xed on ·these ;nf -n _ ·cents; and when weol _is ·low •is the ¥ery -time :.that "the 
.w.astes, or some of them, rise to an incredible :equivalent .. ad -woolgrow~r :wants his _protection. :I certainly "hope that -the 
"Nalorem percentage . . They are willing· to ;pay as .much on these :amendment .will not he _a..d.opted. 
wastes as the equivalent ad valorem ·wliich peo.p1e are called Mr. '.DOLLIVER. · I ask for the yeas mid n:ays on -the -first 
upon to pay on wool, .but they _do not like to ~ compelled •to ;amenamen.t. I .Shall -not .Pr-ess -the -se-cund. 
;buy of their eompetitors the :necessary materials -.of their craft ·l\1r. OWEN. .Before the yeas ..and :nays ar_e taken J: should 
protected _by :a rate higher than we .have been .:accustomeil to 1lli.""e -to ·Submit ·a table giving the actual market value of wool 
.assess on :wool itself. . / .from "18E5 to 1907, -as compiled 'by Messr-s. 'Mauger and AveJ.·y, 

Consequently, I have drawn ·that little <amendment, atta:ehing 'Of New York. :I..snhmit .this .table for the purpose of _showing, 
it "to paragraph 370, and providing that these wool wastes -shall in eonneetion ·with ·the argument .made again&t the _suggestions 
'lJe assessed just exactly as this b1ll assesses them, but tha:t:none whiCh "1 submitteO. in rega:rd "to the Telmive cost uf labor -to -the 
rof the articles mentioned in -:these par.a.graphs sball, in 'tlle ag- !gross:J)roductJn .the .matter of woolen yams and blankets~ :that 
grega.te, bear a .duty in .exc:ess of .60 per cent. !.rhat €qualizes •the ~lue of w.o.ol ..has not changed in such a way as to Illllke 
them and places that level of ~arge and assessment ..high any ~ubstantial difference in the rel~tion. of the labor cost 
enough adequately to -protect all mterests :ana to . deliver them ~toward the gross ;prodact .of the ·material; .J.U .other ~w.ctrds, ,;the 
·so they-say, out .:-of 'the _hanils _of their adversaries. ' cost oI wo-o1-which as been wa&led ·wa.s, Jn 1898, 29 ·_een.ts for 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the :senator might just 11.s well fine wool and 34 cents in 1907, a change of 5 cents a pound only. 
ext-end his amendment-to include all the wool of 1111 the farms and The .tables of -Carroll 'D. -Wright ·w.er.e :.made -up-as o.f '1898 .and 
ranches of-the ·United States as 'to include only :these so-called : :ere _printed in1..897, :so that-.his :figures on ' the.eost .of materials 
" vrnstes ... ' ·n must be remembered t1Iat these wastes m:e·-a -prod- -will -show .a companttively -small ·v.ariation in the rpriee ·_of wool 
uct of s~oured wool, ·superior :to :the 'Scoured -wool itself, except ·in 1898 ~d 1:897._ , . 
as to noils. . I ·i:mbmit also a tn:ble-of ·la0or cost, ·Sh:owmg that1the .increased 

.Mr. ·DOLLIVER. .And rags. . labor cost to 1906, . as faT as 'the ·tables nre brought up, was a 
1\Ir. OAR"TER. The -rags of· the world ~we ao not desire to in- · ·11ttle more than the:increase in the price of wool. So tnat 'the 

vite. into the market or into the clothing of the people of .the -ratio ·:submitted'by ·Carro11 D . 'Wright's <tables will not be .mo<li­
United States. · · :tied in any degree w-:hatever !by 'tile change "in the . price .of wool 
- l\Ir. President, the Senator's ·amenfunent <'does not -apJ>l.Y ·-to ·as compared with the ·ehauge in .the 1labor .cost. · 
-rags exclusively. It takes in quantifies -of wool :advanceq in the The ERESIDENT _pro tempor.e. '.In :the .absence :of,:objection, 
cost of manufacture beyond the -scoured :-stage, anCl reduces i;lie - ±he -tables -will be printed 1lS r.equested. .. 
dut;v of 11 ·cents a pound · on wool ·;·of the lirst .:class ·in · certain - The tables re:t:erreCl to :follow. 
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Market value of toool, 1885 to W(J7. 
NO. 193.-FINE, MEDIUM, AND COAilSE WASHED CLOTHING OHIO FLEECE WOOL IN THE EASTERN MARKETS: PRICES AT THE BEGINNING OF 

JANUARY, APRIL, JULY, A.ND OCTOBER, 1885 TO 1907. 
[Data furnished by Messrs. Mauger & Avery, New York.] 

January. April. July. October. 

Year. 
Fine.. Medi- Coarse. Fine. Medi- Ooarse. Fine. Medi- Ooarse. Fine. Medi- Coarse. um. um. um. um. ________________________ , ___ ---------------------------------

Oents. Oents. Oents. Oents. Oents. Oents. Oents. Oents. Oents. Oents. Oents. Oen ts., 
1885- - - - - - -- - - --- - - -- - - -- - - - - - - -- - -- -- - . - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - ------ 34 33 29 32 32 28 32 31 28 33 35 32 
1886 _____ -- -- ---- -- - -- - --- - --- - --- -------- -------------------------- 35 36 32 33 34 30 33 33 29 35 38 34 

- 1887 _______ ---- ----------- - --- - --- _______ .: ___________________ ._ _ ---- -- 33 38 34 33 37 33 34 37 34 32 36 34 
1888 __ _ - - -- ---- -- -- ---- - --- --- -- -- - --- - - -- - --- - ---------------------- 31 35 33 31 34 33 29 33 31 31 S4 31 
1889_ - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ---------- 34 38 33 33 37 31 35 39 32 33 37 31 189() ________________________________________________________________ 

33 37 29 32 36 29 33 37 29 33 37 31 
1891_ - - - - - - - - - - - -- - -- - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - ------------------------------ 33 37 31 32 37 31 31 35 29 31 35 30 
1892. - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- ~ - -- - - - - - - -----------------'--------- so 35 31 29 34 31 28 34 30 29 33 29 
1893_ - - -- ---- - - - - - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - ------ 29 33 29 30 32 31 24 26 25 23 24 21 
1894 .• -------- --- - -- - -- ---- ---------------------------------- - --- - -- 23 24 21 21 23 20 20 21 18 19 21 19 
1895 _____ .: __________ --------------- - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - in 20 19 16~ 20 18 18 21 19 18 21 19 
1896 ___ -- -- -- -- ---- --- --- ---- -- - - -- - - -- ---- - --- - -- - --- - ------------- 19 21! 19 19 21 18 17 18 17 18 19 18 
1897 ----- --------- ----------- - - --- ------------------------------- - -- - 19 21 19 21 22! 20 2H 23i 21 27 29 25. 
1898 ____________________________________ - - -- - - -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 29 30 26 29 29~ 25i 28 29 24~ 2~ 30 24i 
1899 ___________________________ - --- - ---- - -- _ :: _ - -- - -- --- - -- - ---- - --- - 26i 29 24 25~ 28 24 29 3H 27 31 33! 29 
l90Q _______________________________ ---- ---- ---- --- -- - - -- - - - - - -- - - -- - - 35 3~ 31! 321 35! 30! 28.l 31! 2ni 26i 28~ 26i 
1001 ________________________________ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 27 29 26 25 27 2~ 25 26 22 25 2~ 23 
1902J __________________________ : _______ ---- - - - - -- -- - - - -- - --- ---- -- - 25-l 26~ 24 25 ~ 24 26 26~ 25 28 28~ 25! 
1903 ___________________________________ - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - 30 31 27 2~ 3{ij; 26 31~ 31! 27 32 31~ 28 
1904._ ---------------------------------- - - -- -- -- -- - - -- - - - - --- --- - -- 33~ 32! 29~ 33~ 32! 2~ 32~ 32~ 30~ 32} 33~ 3Ji 
1905 ______________________ __: ______ - --- - --- - - -- - --- - - - - - ---- - - - ---- - -- 34 35 36 34 36 36 36 39 36 35 35 34 
1906 ___________________________ - - - -- - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - ---~-------- 34 38 36 34 38 36 33 37 36 34 38 33 
1907------------------------------------- - - -- - - -- - - -- - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - 34 39 36 34 38 36 34 36 35 35 ·as 34 

. NOTE BY MESSRS. MAUGER & AVERY.-This table exhibits in a concise form the prices of the three grades of a standard domestic fleece 
wool in the seaboard markets at the beginning of each quarter. In its present shape it is deemed to be intelligible to all interested in wool. 
In the special features of character and condition, "washed Ohio fleece wool" is less subject to variation than any other description, and 
thus is more a basis of value than any other class. Wool, owing to its wide variety, diff'e1·ence in character and condition. and liability to 
shrink in cleaning, is precluded from speculative operations which apply to products which may be dealt in as "futures." For these rea­
sons the prices of wool are not liable to the same changes as cotton, wheat. etc. 

Wages and hours of labor. 
NO. 109.- WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOR: PER CENT OF INCRE~SEJ ( +) OR DECREASE (-) IN 1906, AS COMPAilED WITH PREVIOUS YEARS, IN EM­

PLOYEES, HOURS PER WEEK, WAGES PER HOUR, FULL-TIME WEEKLY EAR nrns PER EMPLOYEE, RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, AND PURCHASI G POWER 
OF HOURLY WAGES AND OF FULL-TIME WEEKLY EARNINGS PER EMPLOYEE, MEASURED BY RETAIL PRICES OF FOOD, 1890 TO 1906. 
[From reports of the Bureau of Labor, Department of Commerce a:nd Labor. Computed from the relative figures shown on page 210.] 

Calendar year. 

Average 1890-1899- __ . - -- _ -- -------- ---- ---- -----. __ ---- ---- __ ----- --------- _ -------
1890- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - ----------------- ------ ---------:------------------------· 
1891. -- ---- -- -- --- ---- ---- - ------- ----- --- - --- ---- --- -- - -- -------- - ---- ---------- ---

i== = = == = = == = === = === = = = = = = = = = == = = = == = = = = = = = = = = = =~ = = = = = == = = == = = = = = = = = = = = == = = = = = === == 1894- - - - ~ - - - - - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -- - - -
1895_ -- -- ---- ---- -- - - - - -- - --- ----- - --- ---- - --- ---- ------- -- ------- - ---------- - --- ---
1896- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - -- - - -
1897 ______ ---- --- - - -- -- -- - - -- - --- ---- -- ---- -- -- - - -- --- --- - - ---- ---- --- - - - -- --- ---- --
1898- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1899- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -- - - -
19()()_ _____ ----- -- - -- -- - --- --- ----- - --- - ------ - --- ---- - - -- -- --- ---- --- - --- --- - -- -----
1901_ - - -- - - - - - - - -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- -- - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - --
1902- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - -- - --- - - - - - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - - -- - - ---
19<X:!. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - • - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1004- - --- - ---- -- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - --- - -- - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1905-- --------------- ---- -- -- -- ------- --- ---- ------- -- - - -- --- - --- -- ---- ------- ------

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the pending amendment 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] has demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. :Mr. President, before the yeas and nays 
are taken I desire to say another word, which I overlooked. 
This amendment does not propose to fix any rate; 'it fixes a 
maximum rate, beyond which the asse sment shall not go. In 
many cases the specific rate as reported by the Senate com­
mittee will be less than this maximum rate; but in the case of 
the cheaper varieties of nails and many varieties of these 
wastes, if we ·allowed the specific rate to stand at 10 cents, as 
the Senate committee has a'Ced it, the equivalent ad valorem 
would be something fabulous and very oppressive to these good 
people. Therefore I merely include this maximum limitation, 
so that in the calculation of these specific assessments, when 
they rise above 60 per cent, these two lines that I put in will 
stop it there, thereby not only reducing it somewhat, but equal­
izing it throughout the schedule. 

Per cent of increase ( +) or decrease(-) in 1906 as compared with previous years. 

Retail 
Purchasing power, 
measured by retail 

prices of prioos of food, of-
Full-time food, 

Employ- Hours per Wages per weekly weighted 
ees. week. hour. earnings according Full-time per to weekly employee. f amily Hourly earnings consump- wages. 

ti on. per 
employee. 

+42.9 -4.6 .+24.2 +18.5 +15.'l + 'l.3 +2.4 
+50.7 -5.3 +23.8 +17.3 +13.0 + 9.6 +3 .9 
+46.9 -5.1 +23.8 +17.6 +11.5 +11.1 +5.5 
+44.1 -5.1 +23.2 +17.0 +13.5 + 8.5 +3. o 
+43.8 -4.9 +23.1 +17.1 +10.8 +11 .1 +5.7 
'+51.9 -4.4 +26.9 +21.3 +16 .0 + 9.3 +4 .5 
+48.2 -4.7 +26.3 +20.4' +18.3 + 6.8 +1.8 
:+44.9 -4.4 +24.6 +19.1 +21.2 + 2.8 -1.7 
+41.6 -4.2 +24.7 +19.5 +20.1 + 3.8 - .6 
+34.3 -4.3 +24.0 +18.6 +17.2 + 5.7 +1.2 
+27.5 -3.8 +21.8 +17.1 +16.3 + 4.'l + .7 
+23.6 -3.3 +17.7 +13.8 +14.4 + 2.8 - .6 
+20.0 -2.8 +15.0 +11.9 +10.0 + 4.5 +1. 7 
+15.6 -2.0 +10.7 + 8.5 + 4.3 + 6.0 +4.0 
+13.0 -1.2 + 6.8 + 5.5 + 4.9 + 1.8 + .6 
+13.7 - .5 + 6.2 + 5.6 + 3.6 + 2.5 +2. 0 
+ 7.0 - .5 + 4.5 + 3.9 + 2.9 + 1.4 +1.0 

Now, I want to say another word--. 
Mr. BACON. Before the Senator passes from that, the point 

he was on, I wish to know if I understand him correctly. I under­
stand the Senator now to say that, while the GO per cent maxi­
mum does exceed by 15 per cent the average of the duties on 
wool, there ar~ some duties collected under the specifics which 
rise above 60 per cent. Am I correct in that? 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia 
that the amendment upon which the vote is about to be taken 
does not allude to wool, but is confined entirely to noils and 
wool by-products. . 

I would like to have the attention of my friend from .Montana 
[Mr. CARTER]. There has never been an hour in my ·life that I 
have not been interested in the prosperity of the section of the 
country which has been honored for so many years by his public 
service. I am a frequent visitor there. I have become attached 
to its people. I have been especially attached to them, because 
it seemed to me when I first went there that they were making 
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a hard fight. In those twenty years a great many changes for 
th~ better have occurred. Irrigation, increase of population, 
variety of agricultural pursuits-all these things have combined 
not only to fill up the country with good people, but to put a 
great variety of industries upon a sound footing. I have studied 
their interests, and I shall never cast a vote here that would 
injure or prejudice that great community between the Rocky 
l\fountains and the ocean, which, within my own lifetime, has 
taken a distinct place on the commercial and industrial map of 
the United §tates. 
· I want to say to the Senator from Montana, to his colleagues, 
and to all thos~ who are associated with him in taking care of 
the. interests . of . that great community, that they are not being 
taken care of under the tariff act of 1897. On the contrary, in 
the Senate Chamber within this very week they are being put 
forward to apologize. for impossible propositions. Every repre­
sentative of the worsted mills has fallen to the rear. Speeches 
have been made by these great thinkers and students, speeches 
requiring days and weeks of preparation, and they have not 
been accorded even the poor compliment of the attendance and 
attention of men who are using them in this Chamber to defend 
this historic humbug called "Schedule K" in the tariff laws of 
the United States. · 

I !Vant to tell them exactly what has been done to their 
woolen interests, and I reduced it to writing in the midnight 
ho_ur. last night in order that I might make it brief, and that it 
might at least get a reading if it does not get a hearing in the 
Senate of the United State.s. 

The scoured-wool rate of 33 .cents per pound is a delusion 
and deception, for, of course, no wool would be imported in its 
scoured condition and pay a duty of 33 cents per pound when 
it can be imported at 11 cents per pound, regardless of its value 
or shrinkage, which is equivalent to only. about 16 to 20 cents 
per scoured pound. In fact, I am advised by numerous wool 
experts that on most of the imported wool the duty- of 11 cents 
per grease pound will only amount to about 19 cents per 
scoured pound, owing to the light shrinkage of the wools im­
ported by the worsted manufacturers. It is manifest, there­
fore, that, inasmuch as the present duty. of 20 cents per pound 
upon noils is based upon the supposition that a scoured duty 
of 33 cents per pound is paid, when in fact only about 19 cents 
is paid, the proper duty on noils should be based upon the 
actual average duty per scoured pound collected and not upon 
an imaginary duty. If 20 cents per pound were the proper 
rate for noils, based on the scoured pound duty of 33 cents 
per pound, the proper rate for noils, based upon the actual 
average duty paid per scoured pound of only 18 cents, would 
be 10 cents per pound. · 

For m~y years I have wondered why the sheep industry 
has been languishing in the United States. I have pored over 
the statistics, and every now and then I find that twenty years 
ago we had more sheep than we have now. Every ·now and 
then I find a year when the wool production was greater than 
it is now. I called in experts to advise me, people capable of 
interpreting wool statistics. 

They told m~ things I feel I ought to communicate to the 
-13enate. · They state as a statistical proposition that the wool 
industry in America, instead of being helped, has been crushed 
and ruined for practical purposes by this obsolete and nearly 
forgotten statute of 1867, which has become so sacred in· our 
jurisprudence that nobody dares to look at it and nobody can 
inquire into it without being ordered out of the party which 
he has loved and served all the days of his life. 

What has become of the sheep of Pennsylvania, of Ohio of 
West Virginia, of Virginia, of the l\Iiddle West, of Iowa' of 
Minnesota? What has become of that great industry? It 

1

has 
moved to the West, and you can not even interpret the census 
statistics about sheep because when you state that the pounds 
of wool have increased along comes some practical man and 
says, "Yes; the pounds of wool have increased, bees.use on the 
sandy areas of the Southwest the wool has·accumulated pounds 
upon pounds of sand that enter into these statistics of the wool 
product, as produced by the pound, in the United States." I 
say, for practical purposes--

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDE~T pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield ·to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do. 
Mr. W ARRE.i""l. I take it for granted the _Senator, after 

having so pathetically mentioned here what we all feel a great 
deal of sorrow over-the disappearance of sheep in the Eastern 
States and some others-would not willingly remove them from 
the few States left that can produce them. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am about to offer an amendment to give 
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an inducement to the return of sheep not only to the West, but 
to the East. 

Mr. WARREN. Furthermore, let me say, the Senator may 
have better information than I, but I had pretty early infor­
mation. I know I am an older man than the Senator. I am 
sure the wools of this country way back many years ago were 
calculated, so far as they grew here, on an average shrinkage 
of 66! per cent, and upon that basis this 3 to 1 scoured wool 
ratio was established. That, taking it altogether to-day, is 
just about the shrinkage of American wools. Some wools that 
may be imported skirted and selected may shrink as low as 20 
per cent, but there is no regular wool product of any country 
on earth that is imported here or that can be imported which 
shrinks very much less than 35 per cent, and from that up to a 
shrinkage of even more than the shrinkage of wools of this 
country, which I have mentioned. 

I want the Senator to tell me, if he will, whether he has bad 
any delegations of woolgrowers here who insist that we shall 
submit to some new process of establishing what the ratio· shall 
be through this chemical operation with which the Senator 
has amused himself during the summer evenings lately? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have not had delegations here. I have 
· had a good many letters from woolgrowers, and I put into the 

RECORD of yesterday's proceedings a very intelligent letter by a 
very bright man, the president of the Woolgrowers' Association 
of the State of Minnesota. I do not know that I am called upon 
to produce witnesses here about this m&.tter. I know that the 
carded-woolen indusb·y is here, by as able manufacturers 
as ever came into the corridors of this Capitol, asking that 
certain things be done and ·certain evils be remedied, and I 
know that instead of being received kindly, as they should have 
been received, they have been received with indifference and 
with affront by the Finance Committee, or, at least, by mem­
bers of the Finance Committee, as I called to the attention of 
the Senate the other day in a little colloquy with the Senator 
from Utah. 

They feel not only that they have been denied a . hearing, but 
that they have been denied that ·respectful consideration which 
men ought to have whose business is being destroyed by the 
laws of the ··United States. 

I hold in my hand a letter, which I received not very long 
ago-

Mr. W ARREi~. Will the Senator right here allow me to ask 
him a question regarding the letter which he introduced yes­
terday, and which he says made complaint? If I correctly heard 
that letter read, its chief complaint was against allowing im­
portation at lower Q.uty of the very products that the Senator 
now wishes to come in cheaper, and advocated that they should 
bear a higher duty. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If my friend understood that to be the 
complaint of the letter, he shows himself to be a · very poor 
interpreter of correspondence. 

Mr. WARREN. The RECORD will show. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I ask the Secretary to read the letter I 

send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore .. The Secretary will read as 

requested. , 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I want the country to know--
Mr. WARREN. Is this the letter the Senator had read yes­

terday? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I expect the Senator from Wyoming not 

to interrupt the serenity of my situation here. It is not the 
letter of yesterday. 

Mr. WARREN. I should like to have it read again. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I should dislike to have it treated with the 

very poor attention it received yesterday. 
Mr. WARREN. I should like to have it read again to deter­

mine whether my interpretation or that of the Senator is correct. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Let the Secretary read. 
The PRESIDEN'r pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 

requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

THE LEICESTER A.i-.o CONTINENTAL MILLS COMPANY 
Germantown, Philadelphia, June 9,' 1909. 

Hon. JONATHAN P. DOLLIVER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Srn : I desire to commend you for the stand you are taking 
in the interests of the carded woolen manufacturers, and trust you 
will be able to do us some good. In reading over the Daily Trade 
Record of June 9, I notice in your debate in the Senate, when you 
explained that the carded-wool manufacturers were mad at the Senator 
from Utah, and that the Senator from Utah stated " if the men re­
ported such a title, they reported something that never happened." .1 
desire to state that the Senator from Utah is mistaken ; the occurrence 
that you recite did happen, and in my presence, during one of the 
visitations by the carded woolen manufac turers to the Senate committee 
This was in April. The first knock-out blow that we received a! that 
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time came from the senior Senator from Pennsylvania. The writer 
of this letter asked to see the Senator from Pennsylvania before the 
manufacturers came before the committee. The Senator came out of 
the committee room where I met him, and introduced him to Mr. M. D. 
Ring, who can verify my statement. After introducing myself to the 
Senator, and also introducing Mr. Ring, I stated my object in appear­
ing before the committee, and asked him to do all be could to help us, 
stating to him the deplorable condition of the woolen trade (not 
worsted), and that we needed assistance at the hands of the committee 
in order to keep our mills running and to make a living. The Sena­
tor from Pennsylvania kindly told us, and these are his exact words, 
"Well, Brown, if you folks can't make a living in the business that 
you are in, get out of it and go into something else." I replied to 
the Senator that that was simply impossible without losing all capital 
and all money that we have been struggling to get together for years, 
but if they would give us the proper legislation there would be no 
necessity for us getting out of business, but there would be work not 
only for the woolen manu!acturers, but also for the worsted man. 

As for Senator SMOOT, during the meeting in the Senate Finance 
Committee room be tried to cast every obstruction in our way and 
prevent us from getting a square hearing, and in fact was reproved by 
one of the Senators, who said he would like to hear the woolen manu­
facturers, and requested Mr. SMOOT to keep stiU a little while so that 
we could be beard. The Senator from Utah was not quite as blunt 
as our friend from Pennsylvania, but he did say, " Why do not you 
do as I intend to do, and that is to put in worsted machinery? " If 
the Senator could remember all that was said to him he could readily 
recall my answer to him, which was, that we did not all have as much 
money as be to do such things and bad to hold on to our woolen ma­
chinery, and trust to the assistance of our Representatives to help us · 
in our business. 

You will pardon me for trespassing upon your time, but when the 
Senator from Utah desires to cast reflections on the manufacturers, 
who have been treated as we were treated, I think it about time 
that somebody stated the true circumstances of · the case. You can 
use this letter as you wish, as I can back up these statements with 
witnesses and dates. 

Very respectfully, yours, EVERETT H. BROWN. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. These complaints and anxieties of a great 
community of business men in the United States have not 
alone come to me from Pennsylvania, but from yery many 
States and from nearly every section of the United States. I 
have had a good many weeks' struggle to make it understood 
that I am not here as an enemy of the protective tariff. I am 
not here for the purpose of so framing this measure as to 
injure American industries. Every word I have uttered, every 
amendment I have prepared and submitted to the Senate 
has had for its purpose to give more work, not less, to American 
workmen, more business to the American people, and to bring 
back to these industries that have languished under our laws 
that prosperity and success to which they are entitled under the 
equal administration of a tariff system. 

I ask the Secretary to read this letter, handed to me to-day 
by the honored senior Senator from Minnesota. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
MANKATO MILLS COMPANY, 

Mankato, Minn., Apri.Z 10, 1909. 
Hon. KNUTE NELSON, 
· Senate Chamber, Washi11gto11,, D. a. 

DEAR Sm: Since the receipt of a copy o! the Payne biU we have 
been studying the woolen schedule, and we are convinced that -in its 
present form it is most ' unsatistactory to the carded woolen industry 
of this country. Apparently the wool schedule in the Payne bill is 
practically the same as it was in the old Dingley bill, and the injustice 
of this schedule lies in the fact that a specific duty is placed upon 
wool without any reference whatever to the shrinkage of wool. 

If there must be a duty on wool, and if that duty must be a specific 
one then we can not understand why it should not be based upon 
scoured wool instead of w'ool in the grease, although there is no ques­
tion that under the present schedule, as well as the proposed schedule, 
the worsted manufacturers of this country can certainly have no cause 
for complaint. 

There are no worsted mills in the State of Minnesota that we know 
of. There are, however, n few woolen mills, and it ls in the interest 
of these mills that we are writing you to-day for the express purpose 
of showing you the rank injustice that is being done to the carded 
woolen industry under the old as well us the new proposed tariff. 

A specific duty of 11 cents per pound on wool in the grease amounts 
to a >ery light tax per scoured pound on wool of llght shrinkage. On 
wool that shrinks only l!J per cent, this 11 cents per pound specific duty 
Ls equivalent to 13 cents per scoured pound. This light-shrinkage 
wool is the wool that the worsted manufacturers use. On the other 
hand on wool that shrinks 0 per cent, which is the only wool that 
can be used in the manufacture· of woolen goods, this same specific 
duty of 11 cents per pound is equal to 55 cents per scoured pound. 
Do you not see the injustice of this schedule? -

The worsted manufacturer is compelled to use long-staple combing 
wool and it is these wools that have a very light shrinkage. It is a 
fact 'that the very unsatisfactory condition of the carded woolen indus­
try of this country to-day is due, in a large measure, to the absolute 
unfairness of the present wool schedule. To make matters worse for 
the carded woolen industry, the present, as well as at the proposed new, 
tariff imposes a duty on all by-products of the American worsted 
manufacturer. We refer to noils and worsted waste. 

While the new bill proposes a reduction of 2 cents per pound, com­
pared with the old Dingley bill, the duty is still so high as to effectu­
ally keep out foreign noils and worsted waste. In our minds, there­
fore, an 18-cent duty is just as prohibitive as a 20-cent duty on noils 
and worsted waste. . 

We would like to see the by-product of worsted manufacturer, men­
tioned above, put on the free list if possible, and the duty on wool 
reduced and changed so that heavy shrinkage wools will not be dutiable 
to as large an extent as light shrinkage wool. On the other hand, so 
far as a duty on our own product, woolen hosiery, is concerned, we a1·e 
perfectly willing to see the duty taken otf of woolen hosiery roanufac-

tured in foreign countries, providing those countries ·do not' impose any 
duty on woolen hosiery made in the United States. . 

There is no question but that a most unsatisfactory state of affairs 
exists to-day in this country so far as the carded woolen industry is 
concerned. We would be very glad indeed, were such a thing possible, 
to take the money we have invested in this buslness and loan 1t at 5 
per cent per annum, rather than continue to run our plant, a with the 
margin of profit becoming less and less each year, there i apparently 
very little future for anyone who continues to manufacture woolen 
goods. . 

We trust, therefore, that in view of the facts above stated, it will 
be possible for you to use your influence toward procuring a decided 
reduction of the duty on noiis, worsted waste, etc., and also a readjust­
ment of the wool schedule which will be at least fair -to the carded 
woolen industry of this country. 

Yours, very truly, MANKATO MILLS COMPANY, 
MUNSON BURTO~, Vice-President. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. I think the desire of the writer is perfectly 

plain. He wants free wool, if he can hav-e it, or free noils 
rather, which amounts to the same thing. Every pound of 
noils displaces 2 or 3 pounds of wool in grease, accord­
ing to the shrinkage of the wool, and it is a case where the 
manufacturer wants his raw material free, either that which 
comes from his competitor in noils or from the farmers in 
grease wool He wishes to make prices on noils ·and raw wool 
and yet retain the right to make his own prices upon his own 
product 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is not necessary for me to say that I 
do not accord with the opinion expressed in the letter that 
noils, or wool either, should be fI:ee. That is not the chief 
matter in the letter. That is a matter of minor consideration. 
The statement he makes is that the duties are so arranged as 
to practically exclude his branch of the business from an in­
terest in the foreign market. 

Mr. WARREN. It does show he has no consideration for 
the farmer or the man who raises the sheep. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That far I do not follow him. I stand for 
both. I want to equalize the situation. I want the farmer 
adequately protected and the manufacturer adequately pro­
tected and the rates so adjusted as to equalize burdens between 
all classes of people interested in this matter in the United 
States. 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Senator whether he would permit 

me at this time to have read-they are quite short-resolutions 
of the Manufacturers' Club of Philadelphia? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not think they belong in the few .re­
marks I am engaged now in delivering. 

l\fr. PENROSE. The Senator read a letter from a .gentleman 
in Philadelphia bearing on this matter. . .. , ,, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator desires to- " 
Mr. PENROSE. I will postpone it until another time. I 

thought it was pertinent to these remarks. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Let it follow immediately. I know what 

some of the manufacturers in Philadelphia want; but if they 
wer<:Nlnanimous in Philadelphia on your side, I would have had 
a great deal more leisure in the last sixty days . . 

I de ire the Secretary to read a telegram coming to me to­
day from a woolen mill in Minnesota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre­
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
MANKATO, MIN~., June 9, 1909. 

Hon. J.P. DoLLrVER, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. 0.: 

Your stand on wool schedule, unassailable from every stnndpoint 
except to users of imported combing wools, in whose interests we all 
believe the tariff is designed. It is incredible that any woolgrower 
could be deluded into belief that his interests and those of manu­
facturers using foreign wool could be identical, for every pound im­
ported displaces that much American wool to greater extent than shoddy 
or waste. If they think high tariff so good for them, reverse the posi­
tion of the worsted and carded manufacturers ; let the former enjoy a 
prohlbitory tariff for a while in place of the latter to extent of per 
cent the carded people now par,. and give carded people per cent the 
worsted people pay. There will be practical demonstration present 
tariff has blighted the carded-.wool industry and enriched the worsted 
manufacturers, making luxuries pay less tax than the cheaper grades. 

l\LUrKATO MILLS COMPANY. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. President, I have offered an amend­
ment not to make noils and other wool waste free, but to fix 
a maximum ad >alorem upon them, so that these good people 
who have to use them will not be confronted with a duty that 
is not only prohibitory, but 15 per cent in excess of the duties 
which we have assessed upon carded wools. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, it would be ungracious in me 
not to recog-.aize very fully and cordially, as I cheerfully do, 
the kindly words of the Senator from Iowa on the State of 
Montana and the people abiding there. I regret, however, that 
the compliment was followed by the advocacy of an amendment 
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-which would cause the good people of that State to change 
their occupations about as radically as the Senator from 
Penusylvania directed the carded-wool people to do. 

'l'he Senator's remarks would leave the Senate with the im­
pression that this amendment• merely fixes a maximum for 

· certain rags and waste, products of the tailor shop, the rag­
picker, and the worsted manufacturer. If any Senator will 
turn to the bill and scrutinize the paragraphs embraced in this 
amendment, he will perceive· that the articles -µius affected 
constitute a body of wool superior in quality to wool in the 
grease, to washed wool, and to scoured wool. Top waste, for 
instance which he would have admitted at this reduced rate, 
is as I -have taken occasion heretofore to allege and now assert 
a gain, superior in quality to scoured wool, which is assessed 
at 33 cents a pound by this bill. It is wholly immaterial to 
the woolgrower how the duty is reduced if reduced so as to 
put him out of business. -

The remarks of the Senator from Iowa and the · letters pre­
sented in support of his observations here make it quite mani­
fest that his inspiration, or that his poin.t of view, if you please, 
upon the wool question is obtained from the manufacturers of 
so-called " carded woolens." The people engaged in that line 
of business are entitled to consideration, undoubtedly; they arc 
a worthy body of people; but the Congress can not in any man-

. ner, shape, or form stay the tide of changing fashions or the 
public demand for goods. 

In 1867, when the structure of this tariff on wool was framed 
substantially a s it is to-day, 99 per cent of the wool manufac­
tured in the United States was manufactured by the carded­
woolen process. To-day, owing to change of fashion and im­
provement of machinery, the manufacturers by the worsted 
process have largely driven the carded manufacturers out of 
the market. The wool crop of the United States, or three­
fourths of it, is sold to the worsted manufacturers and about 
one-fourth to the carded-wool men. The carded manufacturers 
supplement their purchases of first-class and second-class wool 
by rags and shoddy and mungo and all kinds of wastes. None 
of these wastes can be used in the manufacture of what is 
known as "worsted cloth." 

Now it is proposed by the. importation of rags and shoddy and 
high-grade wool at reduced duty, to bring to the rescue of a 
failing industry the strong arm of the law, not to give equal 
terms, but to give unequal terms, because the law would be 
interposed in case this amendment should be adopted to stay 
the na tural tendency of the people of this country to buy the 
best instead of. the worst. The natural desire of the people 
of the country is to wear goods made of pure wool in the best 
fashion the manufacturing art has devised rather than to wear 
clothes made of rags, picked up through the streets of the cities, 
or the waste products of other manufacturing establisliments. 

Our people are rather particular in the kind of goods they 
buy. And let it be understood that the average farmer realizes 
the difference between a good article and a bad article. Let an 
individual attempt to sell a poor quality of farm machinery, be 
it a rake or a thrasher or a mower or a reaper, and he will 
soon find that the farmer demands the best and the . latest 
pattern. 

You can not to-morrow sell at any price a machine, though 
nen~r used a day, if it is 2 years old in manufacture, because 
the farmer demands the up-to-date, efficient piece of machin­
ery. It is so with his clothing. The manufacturers of the 
country who can. supply the best will take the market, and 
the Jaws of the United States can no more stay that national 
tendency than they can control the currents of the winds or 
the movements of the tides. 

Mr. President, the manufacturer from Minnesota, quoted by 
the Senator from Iowa, is a candid man who does not deal in 
concealment or evasion. What he desires is that these so-called 
" wastes " shall come in free, and he would go beyond that 
and have the wool itself free. If that view shall finally be 

- determined to -be in harmony with the wish of a majority of 
the American people, they can so pronounce in due time. But 
at this time our sailing orders require that we shall protect 
the farmer and protect the manufacturer; that we shall pro­
tect the American producer against the producer of any other 
country in the world. 

Mr. President, I do not question the sincere desire of the 
Senator from Iowa to do that which is_ just and right toward 
the farmer and the sheep grower of the plains, but the natural 
effect of his action would be entirely at variance with his pur­
pose in this respect. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What does my friend from Montana mean 
by that? He knows that the present duty on wool reduced to 
an equivalent ad valorem is 45 per cent. He knows that I have 
suggested a maximum here for the different by-products of cloth 
manufacture at 60 per cent. In what possible way could any 

unfriendly result take place under such a proposjtion to the 
good people who are interested in sheep husbandry in Montana? 

Mr. CARTER. Top waste and slubbing waste, together with 
roving waste and garnetted waste, all represent qualities of 
w_ool superior to scoured wool. 
- Mr. DOLLIVER. The quality of wool they represent ~depends 

upon the quality of wool out of which they are made. 
Mr. CARTER. The original fleece, of course, gives the re­

fined product in scoured wool, but the process of manufacture 
refines the wool still more. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly; scoured, but the duty on scoured 
wool is only 33 per cent. . 

Mr. CARTER. The waste to which the amendment . the 
Senator is applicable is superior in quality to scoured wool, 
because the noils are eliminated in the process of carding and 
combing, and it is of this final refinement of wool that top 
waste and the other forms of waste mentioned in para.graph 
368 is composed. . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By what process does the honored Senator 
from Montana get so excited about top waste, and yet seems 
placid and calm in the presence of an importation of 24,000,000 
pounds of wool of the second class coming into the United 
States during the current year, at an average scoured assess-
ment on the contents of. the fleece of 15 cents !:!. pound? · 

1\fr. CARTER. I shall not divert my contention with the 
Senator as to his mode of procedure in this transaction. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me? The Senator. 
from Iowa does not give the correct facts. I have not the 
figures for the last month or two, but when he says that for 
the current year the importation is at the rate of 22,000,000 
pounds of second-class wool, he is about 100 per cent or a little 
more incorrect in his figures. 

Ur. CARTER. That is a trifling per cent, as things go 
here. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The figures for 1907 were 12,000,000 pom1ds, 
but when the manufacturers began to come here last winter it 
indicated a stimulus of that trade to the amount of 2,000,000 
pounds a month. If that should continue, it would be 24,000,000 
pounds in the year. 

Mr. WARREN. I have the figures in my committee room. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I would in the beginning have 

cooperated with the Senator from Iowa to somewhat better the 
conditions applicable to second-class wool. I do think now that 
the bill could be improved in many particulars, but if I had 
charge of its improvement I would not propose the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa, who after all the para­
graphs relating to compensatory duties on woolens and the 
protective duties on wool have been applied has come at the 
close of the entire proceeding to strike down the woolen duties 
themselves after the compensatory duties ha.Ye been agreed to. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I come back because I had hoped to g_et 
the other things done. If they ha-d been done, I might not have 
come back. 

l\Ir. CARTER. Of course, if the other things had bee::J. done it 
would probably not have been necessary to have come back. But 
the bill has been approved as to all things practically requiring 
compensatory duties, and now comes the Senator to change 
the base itself by putting a lid, if you please, upon the wool­
grower above which hE!' may not rise regardless of the shifting 
changes in the market price of wool. · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from 1\fo:ltana permit me 
to make a suggestion at that point? _ 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. He said that the act of 1867 was adovted 

at a time when the carded woolen business occupied the larger 
field of woolen manufacture, and that is true. But there is one 
thing that the Senator has overlooked. The few people. who 
are in the worsted manufacturing business seemed to be a 
little sharper than some of the farmers from Ohio who spoke 
for the wool raisers' association. This increase was in a far­
off period before the time of the Senator from Montana, as he 
will undoubtedly admit--

Mr. CARTER. Cheerfully admit. 
Mr. DOLLIVER (continuing). And while the. worsted in­

terest was not very largely represented, the people who did rep­
resent it seemed to know more about what was being done than 
anybody else. 

I sought information in · all directions to find out how that 
linotype line happened to be dropped out of the paragraph de­
scribing the classes of wool so smoothly that you could hardly 
recognize its absence. It takes a man of some literary ability, 
it takes some repeated readings, before he can see that the 
effect of the language is to introduce these English combing 
wools washed at exactly the same rate they would pay if un­
washed, whereas they pay a duty of 11 cents unwashed, and 
it is doubled if t hey are washed. 
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I -asked everybody how that happened. I con.sulted the 
. oracles, I read in books, I asked every -elderly gentleman who · 
looked as though he had ever been in the 'Sheep business, if he 
knew anything about it. I finally got hold of a ¥enerable man 
whom you will see sitting yonder in the -corner listening to me 
now~the oldest expert in wool in America, a Philadelphia wool 
merchant, manufacturer, trader, general manager. Everything 

. about the wool business he knows, and when he came into my · 
office and began to talk with me, I said .to myself there is a 
man who is worth talking to: Among the 1irst things I said to 
him was, "Mr. Green, do you know anything -about how that 
sentence happened to be dropped out of the tariff act of 1877?" 

. .A. \ ea benevolent smile came over the face -0f Mr. Green, and he 
ans~ed in these words : 

Q. Have you eve1· given any attention to the J;>hraseol-0gy of the wool 
tariff?-A. I have. 

Q. There is one thing in this wool tariff that I have not been able to 
understand-a good many things, in fact, · but this one particularly. 
Why has the langu~e been so arranged as to double the rate on wool 
of the first class wh1ch are washed and at the .same tlme leave the orig­
inal rate on wools of the second class whether they nre washed or 
not ?- A. In 1867 the only wools that were imported into this country 
of the first class were from the Cape of Good Hope and from South 
America, the latter called " mestizo.'' The Cape wool Jilirank from 60 to 
70 per cent; the mestizo shrank from -65 to 75 per cent. That was 
practically two-thirds. Washed wool was taken then at 20 ·cents and 
unwashed wool .at 10 cents. 

He refers to the assessment upon the varieties of wool. 
Q. You refer to the ·high shrinkage of wools. Now, in the case of 

the other wools of low shrinkage, the law seeID.S to have made no dis­
tinction as to whether they were washed or unwashed? 

Now comes the answer; 
A. Mr. Edmunds, who was treasurer of the Pacific Mills, at that 

time the largest worsted mills in the country, said : " This will not do 
for me. I must use ·either English or Canadian wools " Thev are all 
washed ; and while he had a compensatory duty based on unwashed, he 
succeeded in getting the duty on washed wool the same as had been put 
on unwashed. His mills were, and are now, located at Lawrence, Mass. 

So, while there may not have been Yery many of these good 
people present they seem to dominate the situation with a 
.shrewdness and sagacity that has deceived even the elect. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Montana permit me? 
Tlle PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mon­

tana yield to the Sena tor from Texas? 
l\fr. CARTER. Certainly. 
Mr. BAILEY. It is obvious that we can not dispose of the 

wool schedule and at the same time dispose of what might be 
called the "regular order" to-day, and as a number of Sena­
tors want to know what is to be done, I ask unanimous consent 
~nat the consideration of the income-tax amendment to the bill, 
which was fixed for to-Oay, be fixed for to-morrow as of to-day, 
or the same as to-day. / 

Mr. ALDRICH. With the same rights that it would have 
to-day. · 

Mr. BAILEY. With precisely the same rights in all respects. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. I haT"e nq objection to its going over to-day, 

to come up at any time when the Senator calls it up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas 

asks that the income-tax amendment may be postponed, until 
to-morrow, having the same rights that it has to-day. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

l\fr. BAILEY. Now, if the Senator will indulge me one mo­
ment, I have not wanted to interfere with the consideration and 
conclusion of this schedule; but as soon as the schedule is com­
pleted to-morrow, or if it is concluded this afternoon and to­
night, then the first thing to-morrow I will call up the income­
tax amendment; if the schedule is not concluded this afternoon 
or to-night, then .as soon as it is completed to-morrow I will 
call it up. 

l\fr. CARTER. l\fr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 
on the pending amendment further than to say that the adoption 
of this amendment will involve a complete recasting of Schedule 
K. There can be no adjustment at this time on the lines pro­
posed by . the Senator from Iowa. This is not a perfect sched­
ule, and I know it; I realize very fully that it can be ma.de 
more perfect; but, l\Ir. President, all legislation in the Congress 
of the United States, as in every parliamentary body in the 
world, represents but a consensus of opinion, a basis upon which 
men can actually accommodate their views one to another and 
abide by a result in order to obtain any result at all. 

l\1r. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a 
question? 

Mr. CARTER. I will be glad to do so. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator think it desirable that 

the schedule should be recast, it being defective? 
Mr. CARTER. .Mr. President, ~ schedule passed by the 

combined wisdom of all the experts ever collected together will 
still be a defective schedule. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That may be; but my question was 
wheth.er the Senator thought it would be well to have it recast . 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator will permit me to reply to him 
eompletely? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. . 
1\Ir. CARTER. Acknowledging the infirmities of the sched­

ule, predicting that any 'Sehedule hereafter made to take its 
place will be defective from the point of view of some one, -we 
accept this schedule as the best now obtainable, and accept it 
ch~rfully, because under its provisions this great woolen in­
dustry has prospered, and its prosi:>erity is sufficient ¥indication 
of the wisdom of those who framed the schedule. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, then the Senator's .state­
ment amounts in the end to this: That, after all, it is about as 
good a schedule as human wisdom could get, since the Senator 
said that any schedule that was constructed by any human wis­
dom would still be defective. My question mei-ely was, in view 
of his state-ment the other day, whether, if it were possible, he 
thought the schedule could be improved by recasting. I call 
the Senator's attention to the fact that he has not answered 
that question, and I would be obliged if he would answer it. 

].1.r. CARTER. I will be glad to answer the question. I say 
to the Senator now that I could, by striking out a few lines and 
inserting a few lines in this wool schedule, make it a more 
perfect workable -schedule from the standpoint of the wool­
grower than it now is; but I venture to predict that 20 Sen­
ators would rise instanter and announce that there were other 
people in this eountry aside from woolgrowers who h.Rd some 
rights within · the Congress and under the law. If our friend 
the manufacturer from Minnesota could have his way, he would 
put wool .and woolens on the free list, and that would be, ac­
cording to his judgment, a perfect and peaceful way out of this 
trouble, but it would be death to the woolgrower. 

When wool goes to the free list I know that so many fortunes 
would be lost and so many homes would be ruined in the State 
I have the honoT of representing in part that I would stand on 
this floor as long as I had the strength to stand here rather 
than suffer the adoption of an-y such amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So would I, Mr. President; but I call 
the attention of the :Senator to the meaning of his words. He 
said that he himself by ·changing two or three lines and by 
striking out two or -three lines could improve it from the point 
of the grower. The Senator from Iowa has demonstrated here 
with some clearness that he can improve it from the point of 
view of the manufacturer. Those two statements--

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to enter a protest against the 
Senator from Iowa as a representative of the woolen manu­
facturers. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He certainly represents som~ 9f them. 
Those two statements show that the schedule could be im­
proved upon. Now, then, if it is true that it is ever fo be recast, 
when will it be recast if not now? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. And if we are not going to recast it 

now will not the same legislative situation the S'enator sug­
gested the other day meet us then, and thus will ibe time ever 
come when it will be recast? We are here now to do this work 
if it needs to be done. 

Just one word more and I will sit down. I will join the 
Senator with as much earnestness as he about the proposition 
of being against any free wool. I have entei"tained that posi­
tion ever since I was grown and I .always sha.ll until I am con­
vinced to the contrary. But I have not heard any .amendment 
here that proposes any ·such thing as that. . 

I renew the question as to whether the Senator does not 
think if the schedule needs improvement and can be improved 
upon that now is the time to do it; and if now is not the time 
to do it, will the time .ever come, in the Senator's judgment, 
when the same objection will not be made? 

Mr. CARTER. The schedules have b~ in some measure im­
proved from time to time since 1867. This wool schedule from 
the woolgrowers' point of view represents the .. very best judg­
ment of the most thoroughly enlightened men upon this subject 
it bas ever been my privilege to know. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said he could improve Jt 
himself. · 

Mr. GARTER. .Judge William Lawrence, of Ohio, who aided 
~ his counsel and advice in the pr.eparation -0f the bill of 1890, 
and again the hill of 1897, understood the wood schedule from 
the woolgrowers' point of view better than any man of his 
time. He observed defects in the schedule as finally adopted, 
but he .recognized what no .one will dls11nte, that tlle schedules 
represented the best obtainable, rather than what anybody 
desired. 
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The· Senator is aware of the fact, because he bas used his in­

fluence to produce it, that there will be an amendment offered 
to this bill to provide for :i careful serutiny not only of these 
schedules, but of the whole mass of data upon which they are 
based, with a view to hereafter making recommendations which 
may lead to the harmonizing of the schedules, the filling up of 
the low places and the leveling down of the high places upon a 
proposed scientific basis. 

I hope that commission or committee or buTeau, -or whatso­
ever it may be designated, may. finally bring forward something 
of a more symmetrical and effective character than any ·of the 
bills that have been heretofore enacted by Congress. But Con­
gress, in the last analysis; wm be compelled to pass the bill, 
and the bill will represent in every case just what the votes of 
the two Houses make it. It will probably embrace, .after the 
scientific experts have exhausted their skill and Tesearch, cer­
tain inequalities and certain features, which, from the point of 
view of those in one line of production, will be regarded as 
unjust, whereas the particular point ·of objection will be re­
garded as the chief element of perfection m the bill from 
another point .of view. As long as men have varied and vary­
ing interests, the matter must ultimately be settled by three 
hundred and odd Representatives of the peo_ple in one House, 
and 90-odd Senators in this Chamber. The views -of the com­
mission will finally be filtered through the judgment of each 
body, and the bodies will represent the convictions and intere ts 
of the people of the respective districts and States. The bill 
framed by the experts, or on their ,recommendations, will be 
amended in Congress to conform to the average judgment of the 
American people as announced through the ballot box. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask unallimous consent to have the Secre­
tary read the resolutions of the Manufacturers' Club ot Philadel­
phia, which I .send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read, as 
requested, there being no ob-jection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
MANUFACTURERS' CLUB OF PRILADELl'IDA, 

Oli'FICJ!I OF THE PRESIDENT. 
WhereAs the existing tari1f law relating. to wool and woolens., in con­

junction with the general prosperity maintained by the protective sys­
tem. has so .developed woolgrowing and woolen manufacturing that we 
now produee about three-fourths of the wool and ·95 pei· cent of the 
doth required for clothing the American people, which clothing they 
buy at ve.ry moderate prices, as is evidenced by the fact that they wear 
more and better clothing th.an any other people; and 

Whe1·eas the old trick of the free-traders of endeavoring to separate 
the woolgrower from the manufacturer by changing the equitable 
arrangement of Schedule K In such manner as to admit into this mar­
ket foreign products of wool at less :than relative duties placed on raw 
wool, thus destroying the woolgrowers' market, ls foreshadowed in the 
recent speech .of Senator DOLLIVER of Iowa: Therefore 

R esolved by the board -of dirocto-rs of .the Ma11tUfacturer8' OZub of 
Pliiliult:lpnia, That we call upon all Senators and Representatives in 
-Congress who a.re loyal to the Republican party and its platform to ' 
stand unswervingly for the wool and woolens schedule as it now ls 1n 
the Senate bllL 

N. T. FOL\VELL, President. 
[SEAL.] ELMER P. WEISEL, Secr.etary. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to refer just a minute 
to a letter written by Mr. Brown, from Baltimore, .and to the 
paper read by the Senator from Iowa. He charged that these 
carded-woolen people have been ~enied a hearing. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; they had a hearing, but, with the 
temperature reduced so low, it made a deep impression upon 
their feelings. 

Mr. Sl!OOT. I took the words of the Senator down .as he 
gave them, and of course I was referring to what the Senator 
said; but, .as modified, I will proceed to state just what did 
happen. 

The carded-woolen people were the only woolen manufac­
turers ~ho appeared before the Finance Committee. They 
were given a hearing, and they had Mr .. Dobson there to speak 
for them, and he made his statement to the committee. Not 
only that, Mr. President, but they asked that I meet with them 
the next day. I made the appointment in my office for 8 
o'clock in the mo~·ning, and I spent over an hour with carded.­
woolen men from Maine and other States, going over the whole 
situation; and I have met them on two other occasions. 

I thought I had given them a respectful hearing. I listened 
to what they had to say. I discussed the question with them 
as one having an interest in the business, telling them exactly 
where I thought the trouble was. It ill becomes Mr. Brown it 
seems to me, to write a letter complaining tbat I have not gi~en 
a hearing to him. 

Mr. President, I want to say further that I have had my 
office full of men representing the interests both for and against 
so:Q1e mornings from 7.30 until after midnight, for week in 11.Il.d 
week out. 

I do not believe there is an American citizen who has ever 
asked me to give him a hearing, if I had the physical strength 
to do it, that I have not listened to what he had to say. 

Mr. President, I fully sympathize with the condition of the 
carded-wool people; and when they say now that the question 
of noils is the very thin.g--that has brought them to this unhappy 
condition I want to tell them it is not trqe. In all my history 
~s a manufacturer of wools I purchased only one single lot of 
noils in my life. I never u&ed them but once. In the most 
prosperous years I ever had as a woolen manufacturer there 
never was a time but that I used almost pure wool. 

I kn.ow what is the matter, as I have stated it to the Senate 
before. It is that the styles have ehanged. The _American 
people are wearing worsteds instead of woolens. The improve­
ment 1n machinery has brought this about I believe that 
some time or other the st;yles will change n.gain, and then the 
carded wool people will be successful once more. · 

Mr. President, I wanted to say this much in relation to tho 
charge here of Mr. Brown from Pennsylvania. -

The PRESIDENT pro temp.ore. The question is on agree­
ing to the amendment _proposed by the Senator from Iowa [l\Ir •. 
DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. · I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l\Ir . .B.AOON. The Senator offered two amendments. Which 

one is this? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. This is the first offered. I offered the 

second for the information of the Senate and for the accommo­
dation of my frien-d from Montana. 

Mr. BACON. lt is only the first that is now to be voted 
upon? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The :first. 
Mr. BACON. It does not include wool. 
Ml·. DOLLIVER. No. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp.ore. The Secretary will .call the 

roll on -agreeing to the .amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BRIGGS (when his name was called). I am paired 

with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. SWTH]. If be 
were pres.ent, I sho1l.ld vote "nay." 

The .PRESIDENT pro temp.ore (when Mr. HALE'~ name was 
called). 'My colleague [:Mr. RAL:E] is detained at home by 
illness.. If' present and permitted to vote, be would vote "yea." 

M.r. MoCU.l\IBER (when his name was -called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
FosTER]. He being absent !Tom the Chamber, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I nm paired 
with the junior Senator from Mi<:b.igan [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). The standing 
pair which 1 have with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
MoNEY], who is absent from the :Ohamber on account of illness, 
has been transferred, so that he will stand paired with the 
Senator .from Oregon IMr. BoUJlNE], leaving me at liberty to 
vote. I vote ·~ na~." 

Mr . .ALDRICH (when Mr. WETMORE's name was called). 
My colleague IMr. WETMORE] is una-voidably absent from the 
Senate to-day. He is paired on -this vote with the Senator 
from Indiana fMr. S.HIV.ELY]. My colleague, if present, would 
vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. DEPEW (after having voted in the negative). Has the 

senior Senator from l{aryland [Mr, RAYNER], with whom I am 
paired, voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'l'he Chair is informed that 
the Senator from. Maryland has not voted. 

Mr. DEPEW. Then, I withdraw my vote, having a pair with 
that ·Senator. 

The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 39, as follows: 
YEAS-27. 

Bacon Chamberlain Foster Nelson 
Bailey Clapp Frazier New lands 
Bankhead Clay Gore Overman 
Beveridge Cummins Hugb.e.s Paynter 
Bristow Davis Johnston, Ala. Simmons 
Brown Dolliver La Follette Stone 
Burkett Fletcher Martin 

NAYS-3.9. 
Aldrich Crane Gamble Penrose 
Borah Crawford Guggenheim Perkins 
Bradley Cullom Heyburn Boot 
Brandegee Curtis John.son, N. Dak . .Scott 
Bulkeley Dick Jon~s Smoot 
Burnham Dillingham Kean SteYi_henson 
Burrows Dixon Lodge Sut erland 
Burton du Pont McEnery Warner 
Carter Elklns Oliver .Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger .. Page 
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Bourne 
Briggs 
Clarke, Ark. 
Culberson 
Daniel 
Depew 
Flint 

NOT VOTING-25. 
Frye 
Hale 
Mccumber 
McLaurin 
Money 
Nixon 
Owen 

Piles 
Rayner 
Richardson 
Shively -
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Mich. 
Smlth, S. C. 

So :Mr. DoLLIVER's amendment was rejected. 

Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 
Wetmore 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the paragraph. 

The paragraph was agreed to. 
J';lr. 1WARREN. l\Ir. President, the Senator from Wisconsin 

[l\fr. LA FOLLETTE] presented last night for printing a very 
valuable report of one W. A. Graham Clark, and it has been 
ordered to go into the RECORD. The National Association 
of Woolen Manufacturers made a careful analysis of that 
i·eport and I will ask that it also may go into the RECORD, 
so th~t we may have the benefit of their ideas upon the 
same subject, as they all tend to a betterment of the woolen 
condition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the request 
of the Senator from Wyoming will be graJ.;J.ted. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATIO~ OF WOOL MANUFACTURERS, 
Washi11gton, D. 0., Jttne 10, 1909. 

Hon. FRANCIS E. w A.RBEN, . 
United States Senate, Waslmigton, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm: In view of the bitter attack which Senator LA FOLLETTE, 
of 'Visconsin has made upon American wool manufacturers and their 
industry, usi~g as justification for his c~arges a recent report and 
testimony of Mr. W. A. Graham Clark, special agent of the Department 
of Commerce and Labor, it seems both just and necessary that there 
should be laid before the Senate and printed in the RECORD the analysis 
of Mr Clark's report and testimony prepared by the tariff committee 
of the. National Association of Wool Manufacturers. · 

Senator LA FOLLETTE has stated, in substance, that Mr. Clark was 
selected with the knowledge and approval of American manufacturers, 
and that he was repudiated by them o??ly because the results of his 
inquiry abroad were not favorable to their interests .. 

As a matter of fact, the wool manufacturers of this country were not 
consulted in any way about the appointment of Mr. Clark as an ex­
pert to examine the wool industry of foreign countries. He was selected 
entirely without their knowledge, and he wa totally unknown to them. 
When it became noised about that Mr. Clark was to present a report 
on the wool industry, this association had considerable trouble in 
ascertaining the identity !'.>f Mr. Clark, for !1-0 one had ever heard of 
him as being associated with the woolen busmess. • 

Indeed, Mr. Clark had never spent an hour of his life ~n the woolen 
business. He had, for a short time, run a cotton mill m a southern 
State and he was originally appointed and sent abroad as an .expert 
to report ·upon the cotton industries, apparently without the sl.1ghtcst 
thought that he would be called on to consider the wholly different 
and unfamiliar industry of wool manufacture. 

After twenty-eight months spent abroad in investigating the cotton 
Industry, Mr. Clark seems suddenly to have been instructed to make 
an inquiry into the wool manufacturing industry of Europe, and on 
this work for which several years might well have been allowed to 
:m experienced and competent authority, Mr. Clark appears to have 
spent just two months in gathering the mformation on which Senator 
La Follette relies as the basis of his violent onslaught on the Ameri-
can wool manufacturing industry. , . . 

AN ANALYSIS OF THE REPORT ON THE "MANUFACTURE Oll' WOOLEN, 
WORSTED, AND SHODDY IN FRANCE AND ENGLAND, AND JUTE IN SCOT­
LAND," MADE TO THE BUREAU OF MANUFACTURES Oli' THE DEPARTMENT 
OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, BY Mn. W. A. GRAHAU CLARK, SPECIAL 
AGENT OF THE DEPARTMENT, ON NOVEMBER 1, 1908; COVERING ALSO 
THE TESTIMONY OF MR. CLARK BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON WAYS A 'D 
MEANS ON DECEMBER 11 AND 22, 1908, SO FAR AS THEY RELATE TO THE 
MANUFACTURE OF WOOL IN ENGLAND AND THE UNITED STATES. 
The object of this analysis is, if possible, to aid the Committee on 

Ways and Means in arriving at a clear determination of what there is 
that is new and of value as to comparative costs of manufacture in the 
wool-manufacturing industry in Great Britain and the United States 
in the report of Mr. W. A. Graham Clark, special agent of the Bureau 
of Manufactures of the Department of Commerce and Labor, submitted 
on November 1, 1908, and in the testimony of Mr. Clark before the 
committee on December 11 and 22, 1908. 

It is supposed that the Bureau of Manufactures was established pri­
marily ·for the purpose of collecting information which might be of 
assistance to the manufacturing industries of this country. It is there­
fore natural to presume that information obtained with this object in 
view would be collected with such care and accuracy as to leave no 
question as to its absolute impartiaHty and reliability. It is because of 
this presumption in favor of the work of Mr. Clark as an expert, 
selected to collect such information for a government department, that 
much of interest and praetical value to the wool-manufacturing indus­
try of this country would be expected in his report. While it is true 
that much of the information reported by him is interesting from a 
general standpoint, it is nevertheless to be regretted that a careful 
reading of his report shows that his data as to comparative costs cover 
such n. narrow field, contain so many inaccuracies, and are based so 
little on actual manufacturing experience as to raise a serious question 
as to its practical value. 

We shall confine our attention to such errors as we deem of sufficient 
importance to call to the attention of the committee. 

THE E~GLISH WOOLEN INDUSTRY. 
There can be no question that the wool-manufacturing industry in 

England, which Mr. Clark was asked to investigate in two short months, 
is a matter of such intricacy and difficulty as to tax the knowledge 
and lifelong experience of the most skilled and best-informed manu­
facturers. Any doubt on this point must be dispelled by Mr. Clark's 
own description of the condition of that industi·y in England. He 
writes as follows : 

" Employment in all branches of the wool industry is more or less 
irr.egular, for not only are there good and bad years, but the fluctuations 
of the demand for various kinds of wool manufactures sometimes throw 
a whole locality making some· specialty into the depths of distress, and 
at the same time perhaps raise another to the heights of prosperity. 
This changing demand sometimes acts only between towns making 
various specialties and at others a.trects a whole country. When there 
is a great demand for very soft draping goods, France is pro perous 
and England can hardly keep her mills going, while, when the demand 
is for firmer worsteds and tailor-made goods, England will be pros­
perous and perhaps France losing ground. Sometimes woolen goods 
are in demand and then worsteds. One season the all-wool goods may 
bring in the most profit and another season, with high-priced wool, 
only the sections making mixed goods can show any profit at all . The 
wool industry is thus subject to many fluctuations, and in that sense 
is not a stable industry as are, for instance, certain branches of the 
cotton trade making staple cloths that are in demand year in and year 
out. In the wool trade there have to be new styles gotten out for the 
summer and winter, and the demand of the public for variety is grow­
ing all the time so that the mills have to emptor n. large1· number of 
men in their designing and sales departments, which adds to the cost." 

The president of our association informed you as follows: 
"There are very few, if any, woolen fabrics that can be considered 

staple fabrics. Such as might possibly be so regarded are n:ot made 
exactly alike by either foreign or domestic manufacturers ; nor are they 
made exactly alike by tbs same manufacturers for a continuous period. 
So-called "staple fabrics" are nearly always undergoing changes of 
construction in conformity, with the varying quantities and character of 
raw-wool production and changing prices to meet the demands of buy­
ers to produce garments at fixed prices. The variety of fabrics included 
under the classifications of Schedule K is so extensive that they can not 
be enumerated, much less compared. 

" • • • In this connection it is necessary to consider the infinite 
variety of patterns, styles, colorings, and combinations embraced in 
this immense variety of fabrics, all of whl~h are constantly changing 
under the capricious dictates of fashion." · 

The grotesque inadequacy of a two months lnqmry by a special 
agent entirely unfamiliar with the subject aroused an immediate pro­
test from American wool manufacturers. This association, through 
its tariff committee in February last, . made forD?-al remonstrance to 
the Committee on Ways and Means agamst the inJustlce to Mr. Clark, 
and the far more serious injustice to the wool manufacturing industry 
of America involved in the presentation of Mr. Clark's report and 
testimony, after only two month~' inquiry a!Jroad, as to the wo?len 
industry with which he was entirely unfamiliar, after having given 
twenty-eight months to the cotton industry, with which his short COMMON BASIS OF FACT NECESSARY FOR COMl'A.RISON OF COSTS. 
business career had been identified. There would also seem to be no question but that data as to com-

We would like · to emphasize that this association did not in any parative costs of manufacture in different countries, to be of practical 
way question the sincerity of Mr. Clark, or his .personal zeal or intel- value must be collected in accordance with some common basis and 
llgence The point emphasized in the remonstrance was simply this- standard of calculation. In the statement made before your committee 
that it was so unfair as to be absolutely indefens~ble, to --deput_e a man by the president of our association, we gave you as a reason for not 
who had no knowledge of the wool manufacture m any practical way furnishing you with information relating to comparative costs of pro­
to make an investigation of this great industry in Europe, to give him duction of woolen goods in foreign countries and in the United States. 
only two months for this purpose, when two or three years ought that it is not obtainable, and we tried to show that a comparison of 
to have been granted to competent authority, and· then to cite the forei!m and domestic costs ls not practicable. We feel confident that 
facts and figures thus hastily collected as a justification for striking a ca;eful scrutiny of Mr. Clark's report and testimony fully bears out 
down the protection given to the wool manufacturing in(lustry of the this contention. . 
United States. At the very outset of any inquiry into comparative costs, we are, as 

Senator LA FOLLETTE has criticised the short time and the brief con- our president stated to the committee, confronted with the fact that: 
slde1'ation granted to the present revision of tl~e tari.tr, and he has "Every avenue of information regarding the foreign wool manufac-
laid stress upon the inadequacy of the preparation. But we venture ture is jealously guarded from American inquiry . by foreign manufac- _ 
to submit that nowhere is this alleged inadequacy so manifest and in- turers;,, 
defensible as in the work of the very witness whom the. Senator from and by the fundamental questions: . 
Wisconsin summons and eulogizes as a great authority m wool m~nu- " • • • What is the cost of production and what is meant by 
facture though apparently Mr. Clark has never spent in the serious th relative cost of production in different countries?" 
pur ult' of this business a si.ngle hour. of his life. , ~t must also be clear, as stated by him, that: . 

In our remonstrance ag:unst the mad~uacy of Mr. Clark s equip- " • • • in order to determine the actual cost it will be found 
ment and information, and the very ser~ous erro~s contained both .m necessary to establish a given basis for calculations ln order to make 
his report and in his . testimony, the tariff committee of this associa- the comparisons of value." 
tion submitted to the Committee on Ways and Means a careful analy- We can not emphasize too strongly the great inherent difficulties 
sis and an answer to Mr. Clark's well-meant, but gravely mislead.ing, in the way of the most highly qualifl.ed expert in obtaining trust­
assertlons. Jn view of the conspicuous use made of these assertions worthy information as to foreign costs in this industry, not only be­
by Senator LA FOLLETTE, we· ask that, in the interests of truth and cause of its difficult and complex nature, and the natural jealousy 
fair play to the wool manufacture of A.ID.erica, this remonstrance and with which English manufacturers guard their· trade secrets and proc-
ana.lysls be submitted to the Senate and printed in the REconn. I esses from our manufacturers and each other, but also because of 

Sincerely, yours, the natural desire of such foreign manufacturers to have the pro-
WINTHROP L. MARvx.·, Secretary. tective tari.tr of this country broken down, in order to open our mar-
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kets to their goods. For the latter reason; i! for no otli.er, any In­
formation as to fo1·eign co ts which any foreign manufacturer might 
seem willing to disclose should be subjected to the most careful scru­
tiny and analysis as to its sources, the possible selfish motive back o"' 
it, and the basis upon which such costs- were determined. 

COMMON STA?.'DARD OF COMPARISON IBCESSAll.Y, 

It is naturally a source of surprise that Mr. Clark, who was selected 
by the Bmeau of Manufactures for this difficult task. should neither 
have had previous experience in the industry nor, so far as. we know, 
sufficient, if any, knowledge as to costs of manufacture in this coun­
try to have made it possible for him to collect information abroad in 
accordance with any common fixed standard or bas.IB for determining 
such costs. 

Disclaiming any purpose to criticise 1\Ir. Clark personally, we deem 
it necessary to point out that he wa-s apparently sent abroad for en­
tirely diffei:ent pm·poses, and was, as an afterthouo-ht and without op­
portunity for preparation, given the task of investigating the wool 
industry in Great Britain and Europe upon completion of the special 
work for whicli he had been particularly sent abroad. The time al­
lowed him, two months, was altogether inadequate. He testified as to· 
the purpose of his trip abroad: as follows : 

" I have just returned from a twenty-eight months' trip, having been 
investigating the market for- cotton manufactures in Asia. and the 
methods -of cotton manufacturers in Europe, nnd for the last two 
months I have been working specially on getting information from tlie 
English wool mills in regard to their cost of manufacture for the use 
of this committee." 

He also stated to the committee that he was called Crom Scotland 
while investigating the jute industry to take up the woolen business, 
and that be had been a practical cotton manufacturer for six yea.Xs. 
Bis knowledge of the entire industry is apparently limited to that ob-
tained by him by having- . 
" been through lots of woolen mill&" while abroad " and studied the 
process,'' and "talked with the manufacturers." · 

His information as to the Ebglish industry is apparently limited· to 
that obtained by visits to Bradford, Huddersfield, and, possibly, Leeds. 
RELATIYE ADVASTAGES OF woon MANUFACTURERS OF E.....,,GLA.>ro OVER OUR 

·ll.4.NUF ACT ORE.RS. 

As we have before stated, some of the information· given by- Mr. 
Clark is interesting, and some in a gen.ern.l way true. We regard it as 
undoubtedly true, as he states, that English wool manufacturers have 
the following advantages over our wool manufacturers: (1) Cheaper 
first cost of machinery and building; (2) cheaper money; (3) cheaper 
ra\v material; (4) cheaper labor; (5) cheaper power; and, (6) cheaper 
supplies. While we agree with. Mr. Clark's general conclusions on this 
matter, he fails to furnish us with sufficient reliable data upon which 
to determine the relntive advantages' as to any of the particular items. 
This we shall now endeavo.r to show to the committee. 

CHEAPER FIRST COST OF MACHINERY AND BUILDI~G IN E~GLA.'\'D. 

On> page 4490, first print No. 31, Mr. Clara states that our machinery 
and costs of building are at least one-fourth or 25 per cent higher than 
in. England ; while on page 4492 he states. that English machinery is 
from one·third to one-half cheaper than ours; a. difference of from 50 
per cent to 100 per cent. Such a wide margin of variation can hardly 
be based. on sufficiently accurate informatioll! to be of aid to the com-
mittee. ~ 

CHEAPER RAW MATERIAL IN JllNGLA.ND. 

As to wool as a ra..w material, Mr. Clark apparently has no first­
ba.n(!. information. He testified as to his knowledge of Rocky Mountain 
wools, wl:i.ich constitute the greater proportion of the wool' raised in the 
United. States, as followS": 

·• I: have no actual knowledge excepting what is contained' in the 
textile magazines and papers and what I have learned :from. talks with 
men in .the busin-ess." 

He states that-
" The different woofs vary so in quality· that a cost comparison be­

tween England and America is difficuit to make. In London in HI07 fine 
greasy Australian crossbred wool averaged 30 cents a pound, and in 
Boston similar wool from Pennsylvania averaged 68 cents a pound, 
which gives some basis of comparison." 

It is difficult to understand· why wool · worth 30 cents in Lond-0n 
could not be landed in Boston at 30 cents a pound plus 11 cents duty 
and other expenses o:f importation,. probably not over- Ii cents a pound. 

It would seem clear that Mr. Clark's knowledge in regard to wool is 
too indefinite to be of practical assistance. 

But in spite of this fact he under.takes to make the general state­
ment that the shrinkage of wools in general used by o'ur manufacturers 
would n-0t be two-thirds, but would run· from 50 per cent to 60 per 

• cent. This shrinkage is too small, and Mr. Clark's statement is err<>­
neous. The actual facts in this matter, so far as an average can be 
struck, are covered by the information already given to the committee 
by our association. 

LABOR. CHEAPER IN ENGLAND BY ONE-HALF OR MORE. 

While Mr. Clark's statement that labor Is much cheaper in England 
is correct, he again furnishes no accurate data orr whieh to base> a com­
parison. Our president stated to you that on information received 
the night before he appeared before the committee, so far as he was 
able to judge-

* * * The wages in the worst'ed and' woolen lndnstl-y in Great 
Britain are about one-halti rather less than one-h-al1', the wages paid in 
New England and Pennsy vnnia." 
This cost, however, was limited to wages of operatives. On the subject 
of wages of wool mdustry in England, Mr. Clark says that-
.. • * * the industry is so complex. and. changeable that. even it 
orga.nized it would be difficult to secure any uniform scale of wages." 

In his report to the Bureau of M.anufactures he said: 
" In the wool industry there is not only a great difference between 

the two branches of woolen manufacturing and worsted manufacturing 
but in each case there is wide room for variations in, methods and· in 
number of machines employed." . 

"There is a great variety of materials employed· and· in tbe qualities 
and :proportions of mixture of these materials, with consequent varia­
tion m production per machine; and as neither the employers- n.or the 
employees are strongly o.rganized there is an absence of an:y- universally 
accepted wage schedules." 

As to the table of wages in the Bradford district given, Mr. · Clark: 
says: 

"The foregoing wages may be taken as typical o.f tile · Bradford 
worsted industry, but there is more or less variation between the mills 

in the· town and in the country, antl there is no uniformity even between 
two mills ru;nning side by side." 

To the committee he stated a~ to women's dress goods and their 
manufacture in Bradford : 

"I have not the complete wage cost throughout on that because the 
worsted industry is a very special indush·y." 

It must be clear that in a matter of such difficulty and intricacy as 
the wages question, Mr. Clark on his own statements has furnished 
nothing of de.finite value as a basis for comparison. 

CHEAPER COSTS IN ALL OTHER ITEMS. 

According t-0 Mr. Clark these other items of cost cover everything 
after the yarn and the weaving, and include d:yes·, chemicals and other­
supplies, charges on money, interest on capital, insurance, and deprecia­
tion. In one place in his testimony he gives these costs. in England as 
5 cents a yard, as against 4.2. cents in the United Statesr and in another 
plaee he. gives these expenses both in England and the United States 
as 4.2 cents, apparently on the same fabric. He. figures out this equ.al­
ity. or advantage on the part of the United States, although he bad 
previously stated to the committee that-

... * * • In general everything that enters into the cost of manu· 
facture of woolen and worsted goods is cheap.er in England th.an. 
America."· 

Such discrepancies between conclusions, and what purport to be facts, 
indicate the danger of using any of his work as a basis for legislation. 1 
A few more specifications will confirm this. 

HIGH COST Oli' CLOTHES NOT DUE TO HIGH WOOL, BUT XO TAILOR. 

Mr. Clark stated to the committee: 
" High clothes · are due more to high wool than to high wages.., 
Unless the word " clothes" has been erroneously substituted for cloths, 

he is clearly in error. It must be clear that the difference between the 
cost of the cloth in the manufncturer's hands and the cost of the :finished 
suit of clothes in the tailor's hands is due almost entirely to labor cost, 
and that even then the additional cost depends 111rgely upon the name 
and charges of ·the particulnr tailor. It is also to be observed that the 
difference between the cost of a suit of clothes iru New York, given by 
Mr. Clark as $3.5, and the cost o-f a similar suit of cloth.es in Leeds, 
which he stated as from about $20 to 25, is not as great proportion'­
ately as the difference between the costs of manufacture in the- two 
countries, as to which the English cost is given by Mr. Clark as about 
one-half or less. 

Mr. Clark also· stated that wool makes up 60 per cent of th.e cost of 
the goods-. The general understanding among man1r.l'ac:rnrers is that 
the wool makes up. 50 per cent of the cost of the cloth, and th.at the 
cloth represents about 50 per cent of the cost of a suit of clothesi iri the 
wholesale clothing business. The result would be that the woG would 
represent only about 25· per cent of the cost of the: clothes. A suit of 
clothes which costs about $13 would ordinarily be sold. at retail for 
about 22. Furthermore, the question is complicated by the varying 
profits and selling expense connected with each stage of manufacture. 
The fact is that the proportion of wool in the cloth. varies so, beeause of 
the immense and constantly changfng variety of fabrics in whiclr it is 
used, that it iB impossible to strike an average, and the question of 
such proportion. is a matter sol~ly of individual ot1inion. The lack of 
specific data furnished by Mr. Clark confirms this fact. It must also 
be noted that be ignores entirely in his calculation what a large part 
labor represents in the cost of the wool. 
INACCURATE COMPA.RISON OF CONSUMPTION OF WOOL IN GREA.T BRITAIN 

KND THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. Clark's statement and table as to materials used in the wool in­
dustry in G.reat Britain and' the United States contains two important 
errors. 

The table is as follows : 

United.States Gov­
ernment product 

census, 1905. 
English estimates, 

1907. 

Wool and hair-·-----·-···---·····­
Shoddy . ··- -- .••.••.. : •..••. __ ..•... 
Cotton···---·--·-·--·····--···-·--· 
Others (silk lining, jute, etc.)··--· 

Value. 

864.8, 881, 691 
191, 261, 99S 
102, 743, 256 
58, 446',835 

1------1 

Total.- •.••••• ···~·-·.·-······ 1, OOI, 338, 775 

Per 
cent. Value. 

65 ~40,300,000 
19 210, 000, 000 
10 125, 000, 000 

6 60,000,0C.O 

---] 1, 035, 300, 000 

Per 
cent. 

63 
22 
12 
6 

The columns headed "Value" shtmld, clearly represent pounds of 
weight. The figures as to the United States are taken from the census 
of 1905. An analysis of these figures will show that Mr.· Clark has 
included. twice in his table 70,801,994 pounds of shoddy and 5, 720.319 
pounds of cotton, which were produced from materials. purchased other­
wise reported, or from waste anil cllppings. arising in the pro.cess of 
m~acture aiready once reported.. 

INACCURATE USE OF S'l'ATISTICS AS TO WOOL CONSUMPTION. 

Mr. Clark states that: 
"The per capita consumption of wool is increasing in t.lie United 

Kingdom) and is not. increasing. in· the United States." 
In support of his contention that the consumptlon of raw wooT in the 

United States is not increasingr he giv.es a table taken from the Sta­
tistical Abstract (U. S., 1907). In_ using this table Mr. Clark d-oes not 
take into consfderation the fact ·that while the United. States exports­
a very small quantity of wool manufae.tures, it imports a con ider­
abie quantity of sucb, manufactures, as indicated by a table in. the 
statement made by our president before the committae, showing an: 
increase of imports of manufactures of wool entered for consumption 
under. the present tarilf_ during the fiscal years ending J'une 30, 18.98 to 
19<>7,. or from $13,500 241 to $22,357,206 foreign values, or from 
$24,150,565 to $42,349,232· duty-paid. values. These imports of manu­
factures must clearly be included in any determination of the per 
capita consumption of wool ill the United States. -

The following is. a. table compiled from the census reports of 1890, 
190~ a:nd 1905 showing the quantity oi " new wool in condition pin­
cbased" (1. e., greasy or scoured), exclusive of alpaca, angora, camel, 

· and all o.ther hairs;, used: in the- United States woul. manufacture, includ-
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ing hosiery, knit goods, and shoddy, · with the population of the United 
States and per capita consumption as shown by the wool used: 

Per capita. New.wool 
"in condi­
tionpur­
chased." 

Popula- consump-
tion. tion in 

mills. 

Pounds. 
l890.......................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 374, 102, 813 62, 662, 250 
1900. . . . . . • • . • . • • • . . . . . . . . • • • . • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • . 4l2, 745, 779 76, 303, 387 
1905 .......................................... 501, 424, 203 83, 143, 000 

Pounds. 
5.97 
5.41 
6.03 

These figures, of course, show a smaller per capita consumption than 
Mr. Clark's, because they cover only new wool, whHe the figures used 
by him included other items. He obtained his figures as to the United 
Kingdom from the table of the Bradford Chamber of Commerce Report 
for 1907, which purports to show the total quantity of wool retamed 
in the United Kingdom and not the quantity consumed. Part of the 
wool retained might afterwards be exported either in a raw or manu­
factured condition. An examination of this table will further show 
that there is included in the wool 210,000,000 pounds of shoddy. 
Furthermore, in using this table as a basis for comparison of relative 
consumption of wool, it must be borne in mind that while the United 
States exports a very small quantity of wool manufactures, Great 
Britain exports, on Mr. Clark's figures, about 4.0 per cent of its entire 
production, amounting to $185,600,000 in 1907. 

OUR IMPORTS OF WOOL MANUFACTURES-PERCEXTAGE. 

Ile states that our imports of wool goods are less than 5 per cent of 
our requirements. He figures on the foreign value of the goods, rather 
than on the basis of the foreign value plus duty, which would indicate 
the amount to which such goods rlisplace domestic goods, and would, 
therefore, seem to be the proper basis to be used in considering the 
effect of a tariff. On this basis the percentage of imports would be 
slightly less tha.n 10 per cent, and Mr. Clark's own figures show a 
little more than 5 per cent, instead of a little less than 5 per cent, as 
he states. · 

He makes the unsupported statement that cotton goods are sold in 
this country as wool goods. This is not true in so far as the manu­
facturers are concerned, and Mr. Clark must have been misinformed. 
DUTY ON YARN NOT HIGHER THAN DUTY ON CLOTH-PERCENTAGES FAL· 

LACIOUS. 

In referring to a piece of fi.nished English cloth and its constituent 
elements, Mr. Clark states that the duty on the yarn in this cloth is 
higher than the duty on the cloth itself, and that the du ty on the 
tops is much higher than the duty on the scoured wool. This state­
ment as to the duties on the yarn and cloth is incorrect and misleading. 
It gives a striking illustration of the fallacies which may result from 
using percentage , and corroborates the statement made by our presi­
dent on cross-examination at the time he made our original statement. 

Assuming the percentages as stated by Mr. Clark to be correct, the 
actual duty would be as follows : 

Cents 
per pound. 

~~ ~~l~i;f ;
0

f~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ii· ii 
That is, l\fr. Clark is wrong in saying that the duty on th~ yarn ls 
higher than the duty on the cloth. It is well known that the mcreased 
duty on tops, as compared with the duty on yarns, was intended to 
prevent the importation of wool in that form . . 
COMPARISON OF l\IEX S A..'\'D WOMEN'S WAGES SHOULD NOT BE WITH EACH 

OTHER. 

The comparison made between the weavers' wage, based on the 
average in ,Huddersfield and Bradford, and what Mr. Clark calls the 
the average of $9 in this country emphasizes the insufficiency of the 
information obtained by Mr. Clark as a -basis foT comparison of costs . 
•.ro make a comparison, the weavers' wage in Huddersfield of $6 a 
week for work on wide men's wear looms, and probably confined to 
men as weavers, should be compared with the weavers in this country 
on similar fabrics, where it is almost universally a man's jjob and 
where the earnings are more likely to be from ~14 to $18 than as low 
as t9. On the other hand, $9 to $12, which might be called the wage 
on dress goods in this country, as he states, might properly be com­
parable with $3.75 in Bradf-Ord. - . 
• MANY OTHER INACCUMCIES. 

The following inaccuracies appear in Mr. Clark's testimony at his 
second apl?earance before the committee : 

In figurmg the cost of " Sample A," the report repeatedly states the 
cost in terms of pounds, when 1t should be the cost in a yard of cloth. 

He states that ordinarily there would not be more than 661 per cent 
of wool in the filling on a pure cotton warp. As a matter of fact, the 
wool filling is frequently 70 per cent· or more. 

He states that a rag machine will tea1· rags into their "original 
fiber." It is not possible to obtain the original fiber at anywhere near 
its original length. 

He states that shoddy can not be used by itself. As a matter of 
fact it is used alone in some fabrics. 

n'e states that there is a larger percentage of shoddy and cotton 
being used in the woolen manufactures of this country every year. 
This is a matter which varies much according to style. 

He states that a suit of clothes at $25 in this country would not 
probably be altogether new wool. As a matter of fact, navy and black 
summer se1·ge suits, which contain no shoddy, sell for about $15 and 
sometimes for less. · 

We hand to the committee herewith two all-wool suits, one pur­
chased at retail in New York City for $20 and the other purchased in 
Boston for $25. 

ACCURATE INFORMATION AS TO CO~I?ABATIVE COSTS IMPORTAXT. 

We have· left until the last the most important field which Mr. Clark 
has undertaken to cover, to wit, comparative· costs of manufacture in 
Great Britain and the United States. · . 

The only .specific information given us bY. . Mr. Clark as . to compara­
Uve costs of fabriCs in the two countries is limited to four .fabrics, 

samples A, B, C, and D on pages 86 to 88 of his report. In addition, 
Mr. Clark has also undertaken to give the theoretical cost in a the· 
oretical mill of a plain worsted coating, figure 4, on page 69 of the 
report . The only other information as to specific fabrics obtained by 
him is as to 14 other samples of English cloth; as to which he has 
only the costs of such fabrics in England. Mr. Clark's information as 
to costs in America was apparently obtained after his return to -this 
country at the suggestion of an English manufacturer, who informed 
him that there was a mill in this country manufacturing a fabric simi· 
lar to that which the Englishman was making. Rather than take up 
the time of the committee further thau is absolutely necessary, we 
shall confine our analysis of Mr. Clark's work on the subject of com­
parison of costs to a consideration of the data furnished by him as to 
samples A, B, C, and D, and as to the theoretical fabric made in the 
theoretical mill and represented by figure 4, on page 69 of his report. 

COMPARISO ' OF ENGLISH AND AllfERICAN COSTS. 

As representing the immense dress-goods indu~try of England we 
have only these four samples, A, B, C, and D, obtained from the clty of 
Bradford. Samples A and B are cotton-warp fabrics with worsted 
filling. Sample C fs an all-wool sateen, and sample D an all-wool 
serge. The city of Bradford plays an important part in the dress­
goods industry only as to the manufacture of so-called u Bradford 
stutl's,'" of which Mr. Clark has only furnished two samples, A and ·B, 
out of an infinite variety. . 

SAMPLES .A A.ND B. 

For prnctlcal purposes the information obtained as to samples A 
and B is almost valueless at the outset, because they represent a fabric 
known to the trade as "cotton-warp cashmeres," which were formerly 
made in large quantities in this country, but are now out of fashion 
and nearly obsolete, having become so because of their poor intrinsic 
worth. 

The information as to these samples is of still less value because of 
lack of sufficient detail to permit a fair comparison with American 
costs, and because of the numerous inaccuracies and discrepancies in 
the figures given, and the deductions drawn therefrom by Mr. Clark. 

. He has not given us the separate costs for the cotton-warp and worsted­
weft yarns. He states that the British manufacturer bought his 
yarns. The cost of the yarn must, therefore, include profits of manu­
facture and sale up to the point of weaving. The cost given by Ir. 
Clark must also include profits on the different processes of manu­
facture subsequent to the weaving, owing to the di.vision and specializa­
tion of the different processes whlch Mr. Clark tells us exist in Eng­
land, wilere, as a general rule, each manufactur·er only carries out one 
process in the manufactru·e. In the United States, on the contrary 
the processes are not so much subdivided, and it is not unusual for 
the same manufacturer to carry on all processes from the raw wool 
to the finished cloth. The costs obtained by Mr. Clark on the four 
domestic samples would appear to have been figmed . on this basis 
rather than on tbe English basis; that is, on a radically different basis. 

It ls to be noted that the details of construction of the English 
samples given by Mr. Clark are apparently based on tests made by the 
conditioning house of Bradford, England. The object of these tests is 
apparently not to determine the structure of the cloth in the gray 
state--that is, as it leaves the loom-but to determine whether fin­
ished goods sold by sample come up to the sample. The original analy­
ses by this Bradford conditioning house of the samples obtained by 
Mr. Clark are in the possession of the Bureau of Manufactures. These 
analyses show . the counts or sizes of the cotton warp and worsted weft 
yarn, together with the average twists in the yarns, only as they ap­
pear in the finished fabric. The weight of the original cloth in the 
gray is not given. The strength and elasticity of the cloth are given , 
warp way and weft way. A chemical test is also given, showing the 
proportion of the cotton and wool in the piece, calculated from the 
clean and dry weight of the cloth. While such analyses may be com­
mercially valuable as determining tlle question, as before stated, of 
whether a cloth delivered is in accordance with sample, in cases of 
dispute, they are intrinsically of little vulue as a basis for comparison 
in considering the manufacture of other· fabrics. The ditl'erent proc 
esses of finishing cloth after the weaving produce effects of such 
marked difference in the finished fabric, as compared with the cloth in 
the gray, as to render the results of such analyses uncertain and of 
doubtful value. 
SAMPLE A.-COT-TON WARP PIECE-DYED CASHl\IERE WITH LOW BOTANY 

WOOL FILLING. 

The inaccuracies and discrepancies between Ur. Clark's r·ecords of 
the construction ~nd weights of this fabric , and the weights and con­
struction as we nncl them to be from the actual sample obtained by 
hfr. Clark, are so numerous as to make it impossible to use his data as 
a basis for comparison with American fabrics. The following is a 
comparative analysis of sample A: 

Total weight finished .................................... . 

;~~i~~ g~ ~~~if.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

I
Mr. Clark's l American 

records. analysis. 

Ounces. 
3.22 
1.2& 
1. 9i 

. 
Ounce. 

2.91 
L16 
1. 76 

It is true that these variations can be accounted for partially by dif 
ferent atmospheric conditions in the two countries, but we do not think 
that this would account for more than one -half of the >a1·iat ion. 

Assuming this cloth to have been made from yarns purchased in the 
United States, under conditions existing on the 29th day of Januar·y 
1909, the cost to the mill would be as follows : 
4.81 pounds of combed yarn _________ _____________ _____ _: ____ $2. 45 

.12 pounds of combed yarn for selvage______________ ________ . 09 
7.8 pounds fine Botany worsted ---------------------------- 11. 32 

Total materials-------------------------------------­
Cost of weaving-------------- ·----------------------------
Cost of dyeing, finish ing, packing, and delivering _____________ _ 

~Yi~~gc~~~~~s==~========================================= Interest ch'.lrges from pm:chase of yarn to payment for goods __ _ 

13. 86 
4.23 
2. 30 

. 1'.! 
1.11 

. 82 
---' 

Total---------------------------------------------- 22.44 

; 
/ 
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This cost is for a piece containing 65 yar-Os finished, and would rep­

resent a cost per yard of 34.5 cents, exclusive of selling expenses. 
If a ·weaving plant were fitted up exclusively to make this particular 

fabric or absolutely similar fabrics in large quantities, the cost might 
possibly be · reduced 2~ cents_ per yard by securing the yarns at lower 
prices, and manufacturing at a reduced cost resulting therefrom. This 
m!ght reduce the cost to 32 cents per yard. The foreign cost, as given 
by M:r. Clark, is 15.6 cents per yard; that is, the American cost under 
the most favorable conditions, and not including selling expenses, would 
be 105.1 per cent greater than the foreign cost, whereas Mr. Clark 
states· it to be 67 per cent. 

Mr. Clark gives the weft ends per inch in this cloth as 72 although 
the weight and structure of the finished cloth would necessitate about 
92 weft ends. . . . 

The cost of these goods 42 inches wiae is given by Mr. Clark as 15.G 
cents per linear yard. In figuring the cost per square yard. the basis 
on which the duty is fixed, Mr. Clark figures a cost of 14.7 cents, as 
quoted in his testimony before the committee, although it is perfectly 
clear from . his own figures that the cost per square yard would . be 
13.371 cents. · 

The filling in this cloth is described as low Botany wool, spun to the 
size or count of 66. We are positive that this wool could not have been 
what is commercially known as low Botany wool, and must have been 
fine Botany wool, because low Botany wool taken alone <'an not be 
spun to as fine a count as 66 for commercial purposes. 'rhe differences 
in the relative weights of materials in sample A, and the so-called 
similar cloth used for a basis of comparison in this country, would 
seem to indicate that the fabrics must have been different. These 
weights are as follows : · 

Sample A. ~~i~.an 

Weight per yard · ............ ·········--·--------·-----·--· 
Ounces. 

3.22 
Ounces. 

3.36 
Weight of warp .......................................... . 1. 28 (39.8 

per cent) 
1. 94 (60.2 
percent) 

1.46 (43.5 
per cent) 

Weight of weft ..... --- --- ..... ~ .................••.. -----· 1. 9 (56.5 
per cent) 

These inaccuracies and this lack of similarity in data indicate the in­
herent danger in making comparisons of costs except upon accurate and 
fixed bases of calculation. · _ 
SAJIIPUJ B.-CASHlliEllE MA.DE OF COTTON A.~D BOTA:'.'fY WORSTED, CROSS 

DYE::> . . 

In this sample again it is clear, from the quantities and weights of 
materials and structure of fabric .given by Mr. Clark, that yarn of the 
sizes described by him would produce a fabric lighter than finished 
weight given. 

Thi. sample purports to be made of 1/50's cotton warp. On the 
weight given it would seem to be clear that the yarn must have been 
as heavy as 40.'s. lt can not be true that the warp in this case is 50's 
as compared with sample A, purporting to have the same size of warp, 
because in sample B tl;lere are 68 less ends given in the warp, and yet 
the weight of warp is given as 25 per cent greater per yard than in 
~mp~ A . ' 

The weft yarn in sample B is given as size 66, while its weight would 
correspond to the weight of 60's. This difference might be accounted 
for by the use of glue to stiffen the goods, which would at the same 
time add to the weight. We find no mention of any extraneous sub­
stance in i\fr. Clark's figures, and yet the weight of materials is of most 
vital consideration in determining costs of goods. 

In both samples A and B, as to foreign cost we are given the sup­
posed construction, yarn cost, weaving wage, expenses, and dyeing cost. 
It is most unusual and hardly credible that a Bradford mill did its own 
dyeing. It is most unusual and hardly credible that a British mill sold 
its goods in a finished conditi-0n, as the custom in ·that country is to 
divide and specialize the processes of weaving and dyeing and finishing. 

An analysis of this cloth shows the following variationl?: 

Mr. Clark's American 
records. analysis. 

Ends of warp ........ ····'·-·-················· .......... . 
Weft ends per inch ............ . ......................... . 
Weight of cloth, ounces .. ············-······-·-··-········ 
Weight of warp, ounces ... .. ............................. . 
Weight of weft, ounces ....................... ----·-····-· 

71 
93 
3.86 
1.6 
2.26 

75~ 
96t 
3. 71 
1.65 
2.06 

These v:;i.riations are too great to be accounted for purely by at­
mospheric conditions. The estimated American cost of sample B would 
be as follows : 
Cotton warp yarn, per cuL---------------------------------Worsted weft yarn _______________________________________ _ 

Weaving -------------------------------------------------Dyeing, finishing, packing, and delivering ____________________ _ 
Selling cards------------- ---------------.------------------
Plant charges---------------------------------------------Interest charges until goods are paid for ____________________ _ 

$2.75 
13.33 
5.37 
2.96 
.15 

1.41 
. 98 

Total at mill---~---------------------~------------- 26. 95 
This would be the cost of a piece containing 67 yards, representing a 

cost per yard of 40.2 cents, exclusive of selling expenses. 
It is also possible in this case that a weaving plant fitted up espe­

cially to make these goods in large quantity might, by purchasing mate­
rials at lower prices, and with the reduced cost resulting from purchases 
and manufacture in quantity, make a saving of 3 cents -per yard, leav­
ing a cost of 37.2 cents. The foreign cost is given as 17.85 cents; ·that 
is, the American cost under the most advantageous circumstances, and 
not including selling expenses, would be 108.4 per cent greater, whereas 
Mr. Clal'k states it to be 67 per cent greater. 

It is to be noted that this piece was cross-dyed; that is, the warp , 
was -dyed before weaving and the cloth dyed after being woven, al­
though this is not noted in Mr. ·c1ark"s report. In this sample, as in 
sample A, Mr. Clark apparently derives his construction from the 
finished cloth. It is to be noted that, according to the Bradford Con­
ditioning House test, the count of the cotton warp is 36.4 a.nd of the 

worsted weft 62.7, although Mr. Clark's statement gives the cotton 
warp as 50's and the worsted weft as 66's. • 

The chemical test made to determine the relative quantities of cotton 
and wool In the fabric is not objectionable for determining the vari­
ations between two pieces of cloth -purporting to be the same, but it is 
misleading as to the proportion of cotton and wool in any given piece 
of cloth under natural atmospheric conditions, because under natural 
conditions there is a large amount of moisture in the cloth. It is to be 
observed that in the test the materials have been reduced to a clean 
and dry weight. As, however, the natural moisture in the cotton is only 
about one-half that in the wool, and the quantity of the wool is greater 
in proportion, under natural conditions the percentages would be mate­
l'ially changed. This merely shows how inadequately Mr. Clark has 
indicated the intricate and puzzling conditions which arise in deter­
mining costs of manufacture. 

SAMPLE C.-ALL-WOOL SATEEN. 

A comparison of 1\Ir. Clark's figures and our American analysis is 
as follows: 

Mr.Clark's American 
records. analysis. 

V\·arp ends ...............•................................ 
Picks of filling ........... _ ............................... . 
Total weight of weft per yard, ounces ................... . 
Total weight of worsted warp, ounces ............... . ... . 
Total weight of filling, ounces ................... _ ....... . 
. (These analyses agree aa well as could be expected.) 
Ends of worsted warp ............. : ..................... . 
Number of worsted weft ...........•...................... 

110 
53 
7.07 
4. 7 
2.37 

62 
30 

112f 
54 
6. 79 
4.4 
2.39 

62 
28 

American 
estimate: 

. ~c~t. . 

Worsted yarP-----------------------------------~-------~ $48.54 Weaving _______________________ . _______ _____ :____________ 4. 74 
Dyeing, finishing, packing, and delivering____________________ 5. 04 
Selling cru·ds_.:. _______________________________________ ~--- . 34 
Plant charges____________________________________________ . 89 
Interest charges ____________________________________ : _____ 2.35 

Total ___ "------------------------------------------- 61. 90 
This is the cost on a piece of 84 yards, representing a cost per yard 

of 76.4 cents, exclusive of selling expenses. If the mill were fitted up 
esp~cially _to make these goods and nothing else, these costs could be 
somewhat reduced, possibly by about 4 cents per yard, making a cost 
of 72.4 cents. The foreign cost is given as 31.12 cents. The Ameri­
can cost would be, therefore, 132.6 per cent greater. This agrees very 
well with the American cost quoted by Mr. Clark. 

Sample D-All-wooZ serge made of crossbred wool. 

Mr. Clark's American 
records. analysis. 

Ends of 'varp ........... _ ................................ . 
Picks of filling._. ___ .. ___ ............... __ ._ ....... __ ... _. 
Total weight .... _ ............... __ ....... __ ... __ .ounces .. 
Weight of warp .................................... do ... . 
Weight of weft ..... _ ................................ do ... . 

53 
42 
6.16 
3.42 
2.74 

54} 
42~ t 

5.81 
3.05 
2. 76 

· The variations in the total weight, about 5 per cent, might possibly 
be accounted for by differences in atmospheric conditions. This is a 
fabric of very peculiar character which must have been subject to un­
usual shrinkage from the gray yarn to the finished cloth, over and 
above the usual loss in finishing this class of goods, the unusual shrink­
age being produced by the singeing and scouring processes. -
American cost of yarn ____________________________________ $36. 98 
'Veaving--------------------------------------------~---- 3. 83 
Dyeing, finishing, packing, and delivering_ __________________ 5. 23 
Selling cards------------------------------------------=-- . 28 
Plant charges------------------------------------------- . 82 
Interest charges----------------------------------------- 1.85 

Total-------------------------------------------- 48. 99 
This would be the cost on a piece of 91 yards, representing a cost pei· 

yard of 42~ cents, exclusive of seqing expenses. 
If this cloth could be made at all in this country under our climatic 

conditions, and if a mill were especially fitteff up to do it, the cost 
could probably be reduced 2~ cents per yard, but we regard it as a 
cloth that it w:ould not be practicable to make in the united States. 

A THEORETICAL FABRIC MADE IN A. THEORETICAL :AULL. 
We will now consider Mr. Clark's figures as to the cost of the worsted 

coating represented by figure 4, on page 69, of his report. 
All of the data relating to the manufacture of this cloth uppears to 

be purely theoretical, and derived from a great many sources. None of 
it purports to have been obtained from actual r(!sults of any one manu­
facturer. The whole structure is evidently built up in this way: 

A. An imaginary machinery equipment for 100 wide looms is as­
sumed. This does not inclu.de power plant or buildings, the cost of 
~°ii'r;6 tt~d d~f~il Psei~~t ~~~i~ined on some hypothetical basis, . as to 

B. Then a fabric is imagined, namely, a 60-inch wide worsted coat­
ing, made according to a certain formula, of which a sample of cloth 
put in evidence purports to be the finished result. 1 

C. Then the practically impossible assumption is made that on this 
fa.bric 100 looms !-!Ould be run fo~· one year (fifty weeks) continuously 
without interruption and with a yield of 70 per cent of their theo­
retically maximum product; in other words, that a maximum daily 
product could be secured continuously throughout a whole year. 

D. By calculation it is then determined how many pounds of wo1·sted 
yarn of a certain kind · and quality - would be requil"ed to keep ·this 
weaving mill in operation during the year. This amount is fixed at 
512,000 pounds. -

E. Then theoretical calculations are entered into to determfoe the 
cost of this yarn to the weaver, basing the whole amount, a year's 
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product of 512,00D· pouncfs, upon a fixed price!.-namely, 1Hd·. for Port 
Phillip greasy wool. As the present price of ..t"ort Phillip wool of the 
kind described is, within about two- months· of the dtJ.te of Mr. Clark's 
report, 14~d. in London, an advance of about 30 per cen'fr over the price 
named by Mr. Clark, it would hardly seem safe to esta.bli$h· such a mill 
on the· a sumption of a fixed prlce of wool for a whole year, particu­
larly in a business so variable and subject to changes of fashion, as 
Mr. Clark' describes thfs business- to be. 

F.-It is assumed that every yard of tllese goods will be perfect; 
that' there will be no seconds ; that the number of pounds of worsted 
yarn estimated will produce ,000 pieces 6H yards each. each yard 
being 37 inches long ; and that the goods will weigh when finished 
16.15 ounces to the lineal yard. 

The e are all theoretical calculations, so far as appears, none o.f the 
alleged facts having been taken from the books of manufacturing 
concerns. It mu t be clear that this method of arriving at the cost of 
an art icle can not fairly be regarded as a correct basis on which to estab­
Hsh a business, and that the results hoped for can not be depended upon. 

Furthermore, it would seem as if. Mr. Clark had left out in his calcu­
lations certain necessary elements of cost under the English system of 
carrying on the wool-manufacturing business. For example, he bases 
his calculations upon a price of wool fixed at ll!d. per pound for 
a whole ;year's supply. It is evident that some one must have to 
stand the expense of carrying this wool from the- time the contract 
of purchase is made until the wool is all manufactured, which might 
extend several months beyond the time of the last delivery of the 
wool, and yet Mr. Clark only includes such expense for a period of 
three months. It would also appear that Mr. Clark has omitted the 
selling charges and profits o.f. the merchants who take paj:t in. the 
intermediate transactions. in th.fr course of manufacture in England, 
and has only considered the commissions paid by those merchants for 
work don~ on their wool and .. tops. by other persons. for instanc.e, the 
wool comber and spinner. 

Furthermore, it is a physical impossibility to produce 496;640 pounds 
of finished cloth from 512,000 pounds of worsted yarn. This result 
would show a waste between the worsted yarn and the finished cloth 
of only 3 per cent. This should be at least 10 per cent. The follow­
ing calculation will show the amount of cloth. ordinarily- obtainable 
from 100 pounds of yarn. 

According to the trade. terms quoted' by Mr. Clark, the yarn is sold 
in England on. the basis of containing 181 p.er cent.. o.f' moisture-that 
ls, in each. 100 pounds. of yarn there would. be 84~56 11ounds ot yarn in 
a bone-dry condition. Acco.rdin~ to the. trade terms lil England cloth 
in a standard condition contarns 16 per cent of moisture; l6 per 
cent of 84.56 pounds is equlvalent to 13.53 pounds, whi.ch,, added to 
84.56 12ounds, would give 98.09 pounds of cloth. From this, however, 
there must be deducted the amount o! oil and other foreign substances 
in the yarn, which would b& not less than o per cent of its original 
weight, L e., 5 pounds. Deducting this from 98.09 pounds, we have 
!>3.09 pounds of cloth und.er normal co.nditiorui. This shows a shrink­
age of about T per cent from the original 100 pounds of yarn. Fr:om 
this there must be deducted also. the amount of absolutely necessary 
waste made in the preparation of' the warp and in the manufactUI"e of 
the cloth, which surely could not be. less than 3 per cent, or- 3 pounds. 7 
Deducting this from 93.09 pounds, we have practically 90 pounds of 
finished cloth from 100 pounds of worsted yarn, or a slu:inkage of 10 
per cent. instead of 97 pounds and a 3 per cent shrinkage, as estimated 
by !fr. Clark. In actual practice in the United States, in the manufac­
ture of goods of this class it is not expected to get ove~ 16 ounces of 
finished cloth from 18 ounces of worsted yarn, and the percentage of 
loss varies from 10 per cent to a muclr higher percentage, according to 
the nature of the cloth and conditions: Qf-- manufacture. 

Furthermore, the testimony of leading- manufacturers who have been 
consulted in regard to this matter is: unanimous· that, from the formula 
laid down by Mr. Clark on page 69' of his· report, it' would' not be pos­
sible to manufacture this cloth. either. in. the. weight stated to be re­
quired or the width; in other wond.s, that. the formula given by Mr. 
Clark would not produce the cloth that is alleged to have been pro· 
duced from that formula:.. Following is· a letter from one of our leading 
manufacturers demonstrating this. !act: 
:Mr. WrLLrAM WHITMAN, 

Pres-ide-nt Natiu'n<Ll Associati.on of Waoi Manufactm·ers, 
Boston, Mass. 

DEAB Sm: We- have studied over- the particulars of the plain worsted 
coating which you sent us very carefully, and we do not think it is 
possible to make this cloth to finish 60 inches wide and weigh 16.15 
ounces with particulars given. The way w-e would make this cloth 
from the size· of yarn given to fl.nlsh 60 inches wide and· to weigh fin­
ished 16 ounces would be as follows: Seventy-two ends of' 2/44's 
worsted warp per inch, 72 picks of 1/20's worsted filling per inch, 
goods to be laid- 78 inches wide- in loom, to finish 60 inches wide. It 
would take- 72 yards of. warp tcr produce 6lg yards ~ fuiished cloth, 
and each piece would requ.il'.e 34?! pounds o.f wai:p. and 35~ pounds ot 
filling. 

YOUTS, very tt:uly, DUNN WORSTED IDLLS, 
ID. S. DUN~ Trea.surer. 

·This being the case, of what value can Mr. 'Clark's calculations be? 
Instead of taking 64 pounds. of worsted yarn to make. 62.08 pounds of 
finished cloth. as Mr. Clark states, it would take- at least 68.9 pounds, 
according to lfr. Dunn, and this is the opmion o! American manufac­
turers who have been consulted. 

A careful checking of the figures given by Mr. Clark on, pages 69-79 
of his report will show many inaccuracies. We shall not endeavor 
to point them out in detail. As indicating the danger of using Mr. 
CJark's work we- wish, however, to call attention to one important fact. 
On. page 7.0 of his report he. estimates a. r.eturn• of 46 pounds of tops 
from 100 poundi of wool In testifying to the committee he stated 
that there would be a return of 40 pounds of tops out of 100 pounds of 
wool, shrinkage 50 per cent. A diffe.rence: of 6 pounds in. the amount 
o-f'. tops, at 48.6 cents per· pound, would obviously mak-e a great differ­
ence in tlie cost of cloth. 
DOUBLE COST :REQUIRES TWICE THE PROFITS TO PAY THE SAME PERCENTAGE. 

If it be true that in the United· States the cost of plant, equipment. 
and manufacture is double that in England, it is obvious tha1:, in order 
that the manufacturer in this country may be co.mpensated at the same 
rate as the foreign manufacturer, his aggregate profits must be. double 
in amount those of the foreign manufacturer . . 

CO::S-eLUSIO- • 
In conclusion, we submit tbat Mr. Clark bas· not fu.rnisbea to the 

· committee, nor.. did he have for use in. his investig.atlon, what is abso­
lutely essential to a comparative. study of costs., tcr w.it; c.o:m.mon fixed 

fiasis for collecting data. relating to such costs. And we say that facts 
~ to costs obtained in accordance with the varying conceptions of indi­
vidual manufacturers can not safelY. be compared 

He has obtained only 18 samples of the fabrics of an Industry. in 
which the variety is infinite and which, he says, are controlled by the 
" vagaries of fashion/' and' which OUT president informed you were 
subject to the "capricious dictates of fashion." For purposes of com­
narIBO?- he has taken the- trouble to obtain from one wool-manufacturing 
estabhshment, ou.t of- over 1,200 in this. country; the costs of 4 sam­
pl-;s supposed to be similar to 4 of the English samples which he ob­
tamed. Two <?f the 4 fabrics are going out of fashion and nearly 
obsolete. This· is all the basis which we have for comparison of costs of 
fabrics, and the details of these costs- were not obtained on a known ol! 
common basis, nor have we any means of testing their truth or accu­
ra.cy. Furthermore, though Mr. Clark ls undoubtedly a clever student 
and a truthful young man, his- lack of knowledge of the business would 
not enable ~· to test infor~ation imparted to him in such manner as 
to co:nfum m any degree its· accUPacy. 

We wish to register our protest against the unfairness done to Mr 
Clark in giving him the tas~ of investigating such a complex. and 
difficult industry upon such inadequate notice. 

We wish further to register our protest against the unfairness to our 
industry resulting- from the selection. for such an important matter of 
a man unfamiliar with the industry either in this_ country or abroad. 
The most expert manufacturer could not hope· to obtain a clear insight 
into such an industry in two months. It IS not reassuring as to the 
value of government expert work that an executive department should 
for the purpose of aiding the Committee on Ways and Means in tbei~ 
work of revising the tariff1 conduct in such a perfunctory manner an 
investiga:tlon into the cosi:s of an industry- which according to the 
census report of 1905J. employed in this country 185,592 persons used 
a capital of' $370,861,1591, used materials of a cost of $242.561 09'6 and 
produced a fin.ished product of $380,934,003. A private rnanllfacturer 
who undertook to carry- on, his-. own business- on ·a knowled"'e of costs 
thus obtained would meet nothing but bankruptcy. 0 

It is fuTthermore to be regretted that in spite of the short and l..n,­
adequate investigation of compaxaUve· costs that Mr. eiark· wa:s allowedi 
to make, and in spite of the uncertain nature of the> data which he has 
reported, he s.hould have had in mind, while carrying on an imparti.a1 
in-vestigation of comparative eosts1 the'· question of the effect· of th~ 
duties placed- on the cloth by this country as indicated by the table on 
page 86 of. his report. Nothing could be more misleading than this 
table unless Mr. Clark's data as to Amer.ican costs was accurate and 
fairly representative of the costs in the entire industry. We feel that 
there can be no question that they are neither representative nor of 
practical value as a basis for comparison. 

It is our opinion that the· discrepancies between the details of con­
struction and English costs of samples A, B, C, and D as given by Mr. 
Clru'k, · and the' results shown by analyses made in this- country, are so 
marked: as to raise a grave doubt as to w.hether the A.merlcan manu­
facturer who furnished the American costs to Mr. <Nark did not act 
under a misapprehension as to the problem submitted to him· and' 
whet.her he was correctly informed of the basis of calculation of the 
English costs or the purpose for which the information was to be 
used. And we feel convinced that the- results of Mr. Clark's worlt' 
fully confirm the opinion expressed to the committee by our pre ident 
that reliable information as to foreign costs of manufacture is not 
obtainable. 

Very truly, yours, . 
William Whitman, Boston; President a.nd1 Chairman ex 

Officio ; Frederic s, ClarK, North Billerica, l\I-as . · 
Charles H. Harding, Philadelphia, Pa.. ; Louis B'. 
Goodall, Sanford, Me.; Joseph R-. Gnundy, Philadel­
phia, Pa.; Joh.n Hopewell Boston, Mass.; John P. 
Wood, Pliilad~lphia, Pa.; J'. R. MacCollJ.. Pawtucket, 
R. I.; Francis T. Maxwell, Rockville, conn.; J. F. 
Maynard. Utica, N. Y.; Thomas Oakes, Bloomfield, 
N. J., Tariff Committee National Association of Wool 
Manufacturecs; Winthrop L. Mar.vin, Secretary. 

SUMMARY OF THE STATEMENT OF THE NATIONA.L ASSOCI.A.TION OF WOOL 
MANUFACTURERS IN RELATION TO THE REPORT OF W. A. GRAHAM CLARK 
TO THE BURN.AU OF MANUFACTURES ON NOVEMBER 1, 1908, AND HIS 
TESTIMON'"ii BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS ON DECEM­
BER 11 AND 22, 1908. 
P. 152. The purpose of this statement is to aid the committee hi. 

determining what new and valuable info:cmation Mr. Clark obtained. 
P. 152. The Bureau o:f.. Manufactures.. is supposed to have been 

established to• aid our indu.sttles; ther.e.fore the work o.f its agents 
should be impartial and raliahle. Mr. Clark's. report, howe'ver, al­
though interesting, covers tao limited a. field. is too full of inaccuracies, 
and 'based too little on manufacturing experience to be of practical 
value. - -

P. 153. Mr. Clark's and Mr: Whitman's description· of the unstable 
and· complex nature of the industry agree. 

P. 154. Common basis of fact necessary for comparison of costs. 
, P. 155. Mr. Clark's report .and testimon:y beat· out the contention. of 
our association before the committee that information as to comQn.rli­
tive costs of nrod:uction in foreign countries and the United Stat-es is 
not obtainable, and a com{!arison, of foreign andr domestic costs is not 
practicable, for the following reasons : 

"Foreigners guard trade secrets jealously. 
" There is nQ common or definite uuderstanding of what is mean_t 

by cost of production. 
"A certain basis of. calculation is necessary to make comparisons. 
" The most highly qualified expect would find it a difficult matter 

to obtain reliable data. 
"Fore4m manufacturers have a elfisli. interest in breaking down our 

tari.fl'.,. and informa.:tion given by them should be carefully scrutinized.~ ' 

COM:l!ON STANDA.Ril OF COlfPARISO~ NECES ARY. 

P. 155. Mr. Cla.r.k had had n.o p1·actical experience in the. industry o-r 
knowledge- o! it. e.n. which to base his study of comparative costs. He 
wa apparently sent- abroad: for otber pur].)oses, and the two months 
given him were too short. 
RELATIVE ADV.L.,,TAGES OF' WOOL MA..'l'UFACTIJRERS OF ~GLA::rn OVER OUR 

. l\lANUl?ACTUilEilS. 

Paragraph. 156: Some of fr.. Crark's information is in a general way 
interesting- and true, yet his data is too indefinite to be- of practical 
v.alue. in the tcllow:ln.g; among. other veTYt inlpol."..tnnt Pn:tticulars. : 

{ 

I 
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CHEAPER FIRST COST OF MACHINERY AND BUILDING IN ENGLA?\TD. 

Paragraph 156. He states that machinery and building are one-half 'l to one-third cheaper in England, making ours cost from 50 per cent 
to 100 per cent more. 

CHEA.PER RAW MATERIAL IN ENGLAND. 

Paragraph 157. He states that he had no first-hand knowledge of 
wool, and yet makes the erroneous statement that the average shrink­
age of wool used in this country is 50 per cent to 60 per cent. 

LABOR CHEAPER IN ENGLAND BY ONE-HALF OR MORE. 

Paragraph 157. He found no uniform scale of wages in England, giv­
ing as t·easons the complexity and changeableness of the industry and 
lack of labor organization. Our president stated to the committee that 
in so far as he was able to judge, English wages were one-half or less 
than one-half of wages in New England and Pennsylvania. 

CHE.A.PER COSTS IN ALL OTHER ITE:it:S. 

Paragraph 159. Costs of sample A, subsequent to weaving, are stated 
to be equal in both countries, which is inconsistent with Mr. Clark's 
general conclusion that all costs in England are less. 

HIGH COST OF CLOTHES NOT DGE TO HIGH WOOL BUT TO TAILOR. 

Paragraph 150. Mr. Clark undertakes to fix the proportlon of the 
value ot the wool to the value of a suit of clothes as QO per cent. He 
lgnor~s the labor cost in production of the wool. The general under­
standmg among wholesale clotbin~ manufactures is that the wool rep­
resents about 25 per· cent, althougn the infinite variety of fabrics makes 
such an average a matter of individual opinion. A suit costing $13 will 
ordinarily sell at retail for $22. 
INACCURATE CO:llPARISON OF CONSUMPTION OF WOOL IN GREAT BRITAIN 

AND THE UNITED STATES. 
Paragraph 160. Mr. Clark's table states values instead of weight of 

materials used in the wool industry. He includes certain items twice 
and ignores the imports and exports. He does not distinguish between 
wool retained which may be manufactured and exported and wool for 
consumption. . · 

Parag1·aph 161. He uses foreign values, Instead of duty-puid values, 
in estimatmg the relation between our imports and our total wool con­
sumption. 

Paragraph 162. The duties from the wool to the cloth are given to 
disprove the statement that the duty on the yarn is higher than on the 
cloth. Percentages are shown to be fallacious. 

Paragraph 16~. The increased duty on tops is stated to be to pre­
vent importation in that form. 

Paragraph 163. Mr. Clark is shown to be in error in comparing 
men's with women's wages. 

Paragrnph 164. :Many other Inaccuracies.-Two all-wool suits a.re 
Introduced as exhibits ; New York retail price $20, Boston retail price 
$25, to disprove statement that an all-wool suit can not be bought in 
this country for $25. 

ACCUUATE IXFORMATION AS TO COMPARATIVE COSTS IMPORTANT. 

Paragraph 164. Ir. Clark's information as to comparative costs ls 
limited to four samples. His only additional information as to special 
fabrics is limited to 14 samples as to which he obtained English and 
not American costs, and a theoretical fabric made in a theoretical mill. 

Paragraph 165. Samples A and B.-These are cotton-warp dress 
goods which are nearly obsolete. The details of construction are in­
sufficient and inaccurate, and the costs are apparently figured on a 
radically different basis because of the different division of manufacture 
in England and in this country. Details of construction are apparently 
based on analyses of the finished fabric. . 

Paragnph 167. Sample A. Cotton-warp piece-dyed cashmere with 
low botany-wool filling.-Inaccuracies and discrepancies make compari­
son impossible, partly, but not wholly, accounted for by ditrerent atmos-
pheric conditions. · 

Paragraph 168. American analyses and comparison of costs give 
American cost 105.1 per cent greater, instead of 67 per cent. Selling 
expenses not included. 

Sample B. Cashmere made. of cotton and 'botany worsted cross 
dyed.-Inaccuracies and discrepancies make comparison impossible· 
not accounted for by different atmospheric conditions. ' 

Paragraph . 169. American analyses and comparison give .American 
cost 10 .4 per ~ent greater, instead of 67 per cent. Selling expenses 
not included. 

Parngrnph 171. Sample C. All wool sateen.-American analyses 
and comparison give American cost 132.6 per cent greater, exclu'sive 
of selling expenses. This compares very well with the American cost 
quoted by Mr. Clark. 

Paragraph 172. Sample D. All wool serge made of crossbred wool.­
American analyses and cost given, exclusive of selling expenses. This 
cloth it would not be practicable to make in the United States. 

Paragraph 172. Theoretical fabric made in a theoretical milL---lli. 
Clark's tigures here are not based on actual manufacturing experience 
or results. His results are impossible for the following among other 
reasons: 

Paragraph 173. His estimated production is too great. Paragraph 
174. He does not include part of the cost of carrying his wool which 
he buys at a fixed price on a year's contract. His estimate of the 
amount of wool necessary is too small. Paragraph 174. He figures his 
waste l.:etween the yarn and the finished cloth as 3 per cent instead of 
10 per cent. Present price of the wool which he figures at ll~d. is 
now 14~d. American manufacturers say unanimously that it is im­
possible to produce the fabric on the details of construction given by 
him . . Letter of Mr. Dunn to this effect quoted. Paragraph 176. He 
estimates a larger return of tops, i. e., 46 pounds, per 100 pounds of 
wool, as against about 40 pounds in his testimony before the com-
mittee. . · 

Paragraph 176. Double the cost. of plant, equipment, and manufac­
turing requires double pro_fits to give the same rate of compensation. 

Para"'raph 176. Conclus1on.-l\fr. Clark's report confirms the fact 
that reliable information as to foreign costs is not obtainable and 
suggests a doubt as to the correctness of the basis on which the Amer­
ican costs of samples A, B, C, and D were figured. 

Mr. W AilREN. l\Ir. President, if the Senator from Wiscon­
sin is willing, I should be glad if the article which I have just 
asked to have printed might ;follow immediately the one that he 
asked to have inserted in the RECORD last night. 

Mr. LA FOLLE'l.'TE. Mr. President, I prefer that it should 
take its place in the proceedings of to-day. As I said last night, 
it enurnates from interestf.d parties and is a prejudiced criti-

cism of th~ work of the government expert in the report which 
he made to the Government as to industries in Great Britain. 

l\1r. WARREN. I withdraw the request. Let it go into the 
RECORD in regular course. 

Mr. President, there have been two or three articles-I do 
not know whether they are exactly the same-from an expert, 
Mr. Dale, printed in the RECORD, and, as they have called up a 
great question, I have here some practical suggestions relating 
to the same matter ·from the National Woolen Manufacturers' 
Association, which I ask may go into the RECORD. 

The P.RESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the request 
of the Sena tor from Wyoming will be agreed to. · The Chair 
hears none. , 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
NA.TIO~AL ASSOCIATION Oil' WOOL MANUFACTURERS, 

Hon. FRANCIS E. WARREN, 
- Washington, D. C., June 10, 1fJ09. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Srn : The attack by Mr. Samuel S. Dale, of Boston, on the com­

pensatory Q.uties of Schedule A-an attack brought before the Senate 
by Senators opposed to the present tarifl: system-is no new line of 
hostility. Precisely the same attack, based on similar figures, can be 
found in the congressional debates in every tariff revision foi' forty 
yen rs. 

This method ls perfectly familiar. It is well known that the shrink­
age of wool varies so greatly that of some kinds of wool in the raw 
state only 2 pounds are required to make a pound of finished cloth, 
while of other wools G pounds are required. :Mr. Dale has followed the 
usual expedient of limiting his examination chiefly or altogether to 
wools of low shrinkage. which of course ~ive the desired result. 

In reply to Mr. Dale we desire to submit the testimony of a large 
group of representative practical manufacturers, already presented to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. These statements are based upon 
standard fabrics in large use. They show that in the making of these 
fabrics from 3~ to upward of 4 pounds of unwashed wool have actually 
be~n required to make 1 pound of finished cloth. and that therefore on 
these standard goods the present compensatory duties are no more than 
adequate. 

Mr. Dale is one of many editors engaged in writing on the textile 
industries. The publication to which he is attached is not the single 
organ of the wool industry, as has been represented to the Senate, but 
ls one of several publications. The majority of these publications, and 
presumably the majority of these editors, are not in accord with l\ir. 
Dale in bis attitude toward the protective tariff and the wool schedule. 

Without disparagement of Mr. Dale, it may be fairly said that the 
manufacturers whose testimony as to the adequacy of the compensatory 
duties arc submitted herewith, have had a very much larger experience 
than :Mr. Dale in practical wool manufacture, and are qualified to speak 
out of a very much broader observation. 

Sincerely, yours, 
WINTHROP L. MARVIN, Secretary. 

COMPENSATORY DUTIES. 

STATmIENTS OF PRACTICAL MANUFACTURERS AS SUBMITTED TO THE 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS BY THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 
WOOL MANUFACTURERS. 
The statement of an average shrinkage of 60.5 per cent in American 

wools represents the loss up to and including the scouring process­
not the further shrinkage in the various processes of manufacture. On 
this point we now present the largest amount , of testimony from prac­
tical manufacturers ever procured and given to Congress. · First are the 
letters of a group of manufacturers who state the shrinkage between 
the greasy wool and the finished cloth. 

Thomas Oakes & Co., of Bloomfield, N. J., submit five samples of 
carded woolen cloth, · in which from 3 pounds to 4.16 pounds of greasy 
wool are required to make 1 pound of finished cloth, and also four sam­
ples of worsteds in which from 3. 7 to 4 pounds of greasy wool are 
requfred to make a pound of finished cloth. 

The Talbot :Mills, of North Billerica, Mass., submit two samples of 
carded woolen cloth, and state that it requires 3.52 pounds of greasy 
wool to make a pound of finished cloth. 

S. Slater & Sons, of Webster, Mass., submit two samples of black 
broadcloths, in one of which 3.60 pounds of greasy wool are required to 
make 1 pound of finished cloth, and in the other 4.64 pounds of greasy 
wool are required to make 1 pound of finished cloth. 

l\f. T; Stevens & Sons Company, ·of North Andover, Mass., submit 
three sa.m8les of dress goods and three of broadcloths, in which from 
3.34 to 4. 3 pounds of greasy wool are required to produce 1 pound of 
finished cloth. 

The Globe Woolen Company, of Utica, N. Y., submit samples and 
state that 3 pounds 1 ounce of greasy wool are . required ·to make 1 
pound ot carded woolen cloth, and that 2 pounds 9 ounces and 2 poulids 
15 ounces of greasy wool are required to make 1 pound of worsted 
cloth, according to the samples presented. · . 

The Forstmann & Huffman}l Company, of Passaic, N. J., state that 
100 pounds of greasy wool will yield from 24 to 34 pounds. of finished 
cloth, according to samples submitted by the company. 

The letters in full are as follows : 

Mr. WILLIAM WHITMAN, 
BLOOMFIELD, N. J., December 16, 1908. 

President Nationa.i Associa~ion of Wool Manufacturers. 
DEA.R SIR: At the hearing before the Ways. and :Means Committee 

held at Washington on the 2d instant, many of the questions asked 
and some of the testimony filed with that committee mdicated a very 
erroneous and exaggerated idea of the compensatory duty as now in­
corporated in the Dingley tariff laws. 

To convince ourselves as to the real facts, we have examined om· 
own records as manufacturers of fine woolens and worsteds and hei·e­
witb submit to you samples of our product, with all particulars per­
taining to their manufacture. We have selected such cloths as are 
made of fine wools, both foreign and domestic, in order to give a fair 
and comprehensive comparison as to the compensatory duty at jts 
present ratio of 4 to 1. · 

We have given this our careful attention, taking the data used from 
our books . in the different departments, and we stand ready to vouch 
for its accuracy. 

• 
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We wish to say -that iwe manufaeture .aJl Olli' yarns, both woolen ·and 

worsteds, and nse only the finer qualities of wool, and no cotton ls 
used whatever. Our woolen goods are largely faced -or napped goods, 
and the Joas ln :weight ls probably greater in their manufacture than 
any other class of woolen goods, due to .excessive fulling <Ir felting, 
napping, and shearing. . 

We submit 1ive samples of 'Woolen goods designated 'by letters A, B, 
C, D, E. 

Oarded icoolen. doth. 

Fa.bric. Wool ma.de of-

A-Kersey....... . .... Australi~ geelong, 80's ••• _ -···-, 
B-Uniform . . . . . . . . . . XXX te:rntory ..•......•• . •••• ••. 
C-Beaver unifo:rm ... .XXX Ohio •....•• . .... ··· · ·····-· 
D-Doeskin uniform • XXX territory •....•....••....••. 
E-Kersey . ........... Cape ..........••.••..•.•..• ·-···· 

'G-Tease 
wool 

required. 

Pounds. · 
a.oo 
4.16 
S.7 
4.05 
3.84 

Worsted clo-ths made of combed wools. 
We also submit fom· samples or w-0rsteds, :as follows, viz: 

Wool made of-
Grease 
wool 

required. 

Cloth 
.finished. 

Po-1md. 

Cloth 
finished. 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 . 

OariJe<l -icoolen cloth. 

'Sam· Greasywool inlpound. 
ples. of cloth. Class. Character. Fo:reign or 

domestic. 

TC. . ... S P-Ounds 1 onnee . ..•. 

13 . ••. : . .• . .• do . . .... . ....... - .. 

1 XX. Ohio clothing Domestic. 
washed. 

1 ..... do. . ........ . . .... . .... Do. 

Worsted cloths 11iade of combed wool . • 

Samples. 

1103 •••• • 
319! . •••• 

Greasy wool in lpound 
of cloth. · 

2 pounds 9 ounces •.. 
2 pounds 15 ounces •. 

Class. <Jharacter. 

I 
Foreign or 
domestic. 

1 Ohio t'• unwruilied • •...• ·I Dom-o. 
1 80's Australian • • . . . . . . . . . Australian. 

FORSTMANN, HUFFMA ' N & Co., 
Passaic;. N. J ., January 8, 1909. 

STATEMENTS REGARDING SAMPLES Oil' WOOL AND CLOTH. 

Out of 100 pounds of imported greasy wool (sample No. 8) we pro-­
duce 33 pounds o,f cloth No. VI. 

Out of 100 pounds of scoured wool of the same grade (sample No. 
12) we produce 81 pounds of finished cloth No. VI. 

F .........•. . ....•.•......... Ohi-Odelaine .. · ···u .. ······ 
G ••••••••••. ····-· ••••...••..•..• do • ..•...•••••..•.• . ·-·­
.H •..• .• ·-· •• • • •• •• • ••• • • · ••• Fineterritory •••••• ••••..•... I................. ....... ..... Ohio delaine. ····-· ..•.••..•• • 

Eou.nds. 
3.7 
3.85 
4 
3.'7 

Pound. 
Out of 100 pounds of the greasy wool which is used for the manu-

!acture of cloths Nos. IV, V, and VII, and which is also imported, we 
1 produ.ce 24 pounds of finished cloth. 
1 Out of 100 pounds of scoured wool of :the same grade (sample No. 
1 10) we produce 78 pounds of the three above-mentioned cloths Nos • 
1 IV, V, and VU. 

Yours, very truly TROS. :OAKES & Co. 

TA.LBOT MrLLS, 
N01·th Billerica, Mass., December 18~ 1908. 

WILLIAM 'WHITMAN, ESQ., ' 
President Nati<>nai .ABsociation -0f Wool Manufacturer.s, 

683 ..a:tian-tic -av:enue, Bos-tan, Mass. 
'DEAR Srn : Replying ·to yours 11th lnstxn:t, I send you herewith the 

following samples .ot carded -woolen cloths: 
.A, piece .dye cassimere, weighing lH ounces to -56 inches in width. 

B, ;pie.ce <lye carriage tining, weighing 71! ounces -to 54 inches in width. 
The latter is :really what woUld .be called a sacldng. These are both 
;made from .a blend of 50 ,per eent 'fine Texas, eight months, .shrinking 
'63 per cent, and 50 per cent Calilo-rni.a, .ei.ght months, shrinking 60 per 
cent. 

It .takes 3.52 po.unds -0.f this wool to make 1 pound of 1inlshe0 -cloth. 
Yours, truly, 

F~EDERIC S. CLARK, President. 

'S. SLATER & B011rs {INOORPORATED) WoouiN MILL, 
Webster, Ma&s-, Ja.nuary 5, 1909. 

WILLIAM WHITMAN, ESQ., 
President National Association Df Wooi Manufacturers, 

BoBton, Mass. 
DEAR ·Sm : Ackno-wledging ·receipt .of your letter of December 11, ·we 

would report as follows : 
A. With this Jetter .please find ftw.o samples of 'blaek hr.oadeloths made 

of carded w'Elols. 
B. The quantity of greasy wool in 1 pound <>:f each cloth (by greasy 

wool meaning .bef.o:re sorting'), flfiesian twill, 3.69 pounds ; 444 cloth, 
4.64 :POUD.ds. 

·C. The class and .character of the wool in the Silesian twill is fi.rst­
class XXK grade clothing -wo&l. 

D. The Silesian twill is made ·of ene-half fine Australian foreign and 
half fine ;()bio domestic, and the 444 doth is made entirely of domestic 
-wool We d-0 not make worsted cloths, so can not send mmples or a.n­
swex the questions und.er that heading. 

Respectfully, 

Goofu!. 

I 

E-Dress goods . .••... .. ..•. 
F-Dre goods ..... ·-······ 
D-Dress goods ........•.... 
A-Broadcloth .•.••..•..... 
B-Broadcloth .... . •....... 
C-.Broadcloth ..•. ·- . . .... . . 

FRANK BULKELEY SMITH, Treasurer. 

M. T. STEVENS & SONS -OoMP.ANY, 
North .Andov er, Mass., January 1, 1909. 

Weight 
per squar.e· 

ya.rd. ' 

Ounces. 
3.75 
4.5 
5, 7 
5.5 
6. 3 
6.9 

Quality-of stock. 

Fine medium territory .•. . . 
..... do ... . ... . ..•..• ... .. . .. 
..... do . ............ . ·-······ 
..... do·············· ·~····-
..... do .................. . .. . 
Cape and Port Phillip .... -· 

GLOBE WOOLEN COM.PA.NY, 

Pounds 
wool re­
quired to 

. produce 
one pound 
of goods. 

'3. 71 
3.66 
3.89 
S.'84 
4.03 
3.34 

Utica, N. Y., Deoomber £9, 1908. 
Mr. W.ILLIAM WRITMAN, 

Harding-Whitman. Company, 78 Ohauncy JJtreet, Boston, Mass. 
DEAR Sm: We inclose statement .regarding carded woolen cloths and 

worsted cloths made from combed wools, as you have requested, and 
whicb. we trust will convey the information you desire. 

We aJso re.turn the letter :written by Mr. Robert Middleton to :Mr. 
Rufus S. Frost. 

Under separate cover we bav-e sent 'YOU .samples of 'Cloth described in 
the :statement ind{)sed. 

Yours, truly, GLOBE WOOLEN CO.Ml'A'NY. 

Out of 1.00 pounds of .greasy wool No. 9, which is o1. domestic origin, 
we produce 31 pounds of cloth No. I, 34 pounds of cloth No. II, .and 
32 J>-OUnds Qf cloth No. III. 

Out o.f 100 pounds of scoured wool of the same grade of domestic 
wool (sample No. 11) we produce 78 pounds .of cloth No. I , 84 pounds 
fil dclb No. 11, and 81 :pounds ot cloth No. Ill. 

Taking into consideration the fact that the cost of freight .an.d 
·wages for sorting and scouring wool are mu'Ch higher for the American 
than for the European manufacturer, the duty ot 44 cents per pound 
-on sueh finished cloths .as are .represented :by samples Nos. I to Vil 
does not give any p.roteetion with the duty of 11 cents per pound on 
·grea.s.Y wool. 

JU.LIU'S F ,OUSTMAN:N. 
FROM 'WOOL TO TOPS. 

An important statement from Ha:rry Hartley & Co., top manufac­
:turers, .of Boston, is submitted, showing the amount ot top p:rodu.eed 
'from various wools grown in the United States. This -shows that 100 
pounds of fine .merino territory wool yields 21.73 pounds of tops; 100 
pounds of fine medium territory wool yields 24.45 pounds of tops ; 100 
pounds of medium half-blood territory -wool yields 28.80 pounds of 
.tops; 100 pountls oi fine unwashed O.hio and Michlga.n wool _yields 26.47 
p-0unds of tops; 100 ·pounds Qf a:verage fine Texas wool yield.s 24.4:5 
pounds of tops , 100 pounds of twelve months' Texas wool, long staple, 
yields 27.90 pounds of tops; and 100 pounds of quarter-blood ten-ttory 
woo1 yields ·31.30 pounds Qi tops. 'This statement further confirms the 
soundness of the proposition 'that 4 pounds of wool are, on the average, 
required to produce a -pound of finis:hed cloth. It 11hould be remem­
bered -that . .from the top there is a further .considerable shrinkage in 
the process of manufacturing. The 'Statement o:f Harry Hartley & Co. 
is, In :full, as follows : . 

11AllnY lIAll.TLEY & CO. (INC.) • 

Particulars of amoun-t ·Of top yieZde 011 various 1c.ools urown iti the 
United States. 

Fine merino territory wool (American). Take 1'00 pounds : Taking 
off string, dung locks, and refuse ( 4 per cent) leaves 96 pounds of 
sorted wool. Slu·inking, 70 ;per cen.t, yielding 30 per cent of clean 
wool, yields 28. O :pounds of scoured wool. In carding It makes 8 per 
eent -0f -card an~ butT waste, yields 26.50 pounds of carded sliver. In 
combing it makes 18 per cent of noil (waste), yields 21:73 pounds of top. 
Result, 100 pounds ot fine territory WQOl yields 21. 73 pounds of top. 

As the shrinkage of fine territory wool varies from 68 to 73 per 'Cent, 
I have taken .an average shrinkage as 70 per cent. 

Fine medium territory wool. Take 100 pounds : Taking off strings, 
dung locks, 11.nd refuse { 4 per cent) leaves 96 pounds of sorted wool. 
SminJ,,,,'ing 67 per cent, yielding 33 per cen:t o.f clean wool, yields 31.68 
pounds of scoured wool. In carding it makes 7 per cent of card and 
burr waste, ·yields 29.46 pounds -Of carded sliver. In combing it makes 
17 per cent -0f noil (waste), leaves 24.45 pounds of top. Result, 100 
pounds of fine medium territory wool yields 24.45 pounds of top. 

Medium half-blood territor y wool {American) . Take 100 pounds: 
Taking off string, dung locks, fribs, and refuse (4 per cent) leaves 96 
,pounds of socted wool. Shrinking ·62 per cent, yielding 38 per cent of 
scoured wool, yields 36.48 pounds of scoured wool. In cardin~ it make 6 
per eent of eird a:nd burr waste, yields 34.29 ·pounds of cardoo wool. In 
comb'ing 1t makes 16 per cent of noil (waste), yields 28. 0 pounds of top. 
Res ult, 100 pounds of half-blood territory wool yields 28.80 pounds of top. 

Fine unwashed Ohio and ~i:iichigan wool. Take 100 pounds: TakJng 
o.ff strings, dung locks, and refuse (8 per cent) leaves 92 pounds of 
sorted wool. ·Shrinking 64 per cent, yielding 36 per cent, yields 33.12 
pounds of scoured wool. In carding it makes 5 per cent of ca t·d and 
burr waste, yields 3L4'6 J>OUnds of carded sliver. In coml>ing i t ma kes 15 
per ·cent of noil (waste)., leaves 26.74 pounds of top. Result, 100 pounds 
of fine unwashed Ohio and Michigan wool yields 26.47 pounds of top. 

Average fine Texas wool. Take 100 pounds: Taking off string , .dung 
1acks, and refuse (4 per cent) leaves '96 ·pounds sorted wool. Shrink­
ing 67 per cent, yielding 33 per cent, yields 31.68 po·nnds scoured wool. 
In carding it makes 7 per cent of card and bur waste, 29.46 pounds 
carded sliver. In combing it makes 17 per cent of noils (waste) , 24.45 
pounds top. Result, 100 pounds of average fine Texas wool yield 24..45 
_pounds top. 

Twelve months' Texas wool, Jong staple. Take 100 pounds : Taking 
·off string, tags (dung locks), and refuse (3 per -cent) leaves 97 pounds 
sorted wo.ol. Sh1·ink±n.g 64 per cent, yielding .36 ,per cent of scoured 

) 
( 
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wool, 34.92 pounds scoured wool. In ·carding it makes 6 per cent of 
catd and bur waste, 32.82 pounds carded sliver. In combirig it makes 
15 per cent of noils (waste), 27.00 pounds top. Result, 100 pounds of 
merino Texas yields 27.90 pounds top. 

Quarter-blood territory wool (American). Take 100 pounds: Taking 
off strings, dung locks, fribs, and refuse (3 per cent) leaves 97 pounds 
sorted wool. Shrinking 54 fler cent, yielding 46 per cent of scoured 
wool, 44.62 pounds scoured wool. In carding it makes 5 per cent of 
card and bur waste, 42.3!> pounds carded sliver. In combing into top 
it makes 12 per cent of noils, 37.30 pounds top. Result, 100 pounds 
of quarter-blood territory yields 37.30 pounds top. 

SCOURED WOOL XO CLOTH. 
The statements submitted above have shown the total shrinkage from 

mited below show separately the shrinkage from the scoured wool to 
the top, a partially manufactured product. Further statements sub­
mitted below show separately the shrinkage from the scoured wool to 
the finished cloth in the processes of manufacturing, and in some cases 
also the shrinkage from the greasy wool to the scoured wool. Tba t 3 
pounds of grea.sy wool are requlred to make 1 pound of scoured wool 
has long been a fundamental proposition in the framing of the t:lriffs 
of the United States. These statements that follow show conclusively 
the additional shrinkage from the scoured wool to the finished fabric. 

The Talbot Mills, of North Billerica, Mass. sta.te that on the basis 
of their three samples submitted it requires 1~ pounds of scoured wool 
to produce 1 pound of cloth. 

'.l'he Botany Worsted Mills, of Passaic, N. J., whose managers have 
important experience on both sides of the ocean, state that the loss 
between the top and the .finished dress goods approximates from 15 to 
20 per coot, and that 100 pounds of scoured wool produces about 60 to 
65 per cent of finished cloth, and give other important particulars. 
Four samples of dress goods are submitted. 

The Hockanum Company, of Rockville, Conn., submits samples of 
fine worsteds made from Australian yarn, and states than 100 pounds 
of yarn in the gray produces 81.2 pounds of finished cloth. 

The Globe Woolen Company, of Utica, N. Y., submits samples of 
carded woolen and worsted cloth, and states that 1 pound of scoured 
wool will yield 11.25 ounces of woolen cloth, and that 1 pound of 
scoured wool will yield in one sample 10.41 ounces, and in another ll.40 
ounces of worsted cloth. 

George E. Kunhardt, of Lawrence, Mass., submits eight samples of 
wools, worsteds, and serges, and states that in one fabric 1 pound of 
scoured wool yields 0. 78 pound of ftnished cloth, and fa the other 1 
pound of scoured wool yields 0.83 pound of finished cloth. 

The Rock Manufacturing Company, of Rockville, Conn., .submits a 
sample of uniform cloth, and states th. at 4,000 pounds of fine domestic 
woo In the grease will yield 1,280 pounds of clean white wool, and 

·that this wool will yield 921.GO pounds of finished cloth. 
The Waterloo Woolen Manufacturing Company submits two snmples 

of blue broadcloth, and states that the quantity of coured wool in each 
pound of cloth is approximately H pounds. It adds that although the 
shrinkage of the Australian wo9l used l.n one of the samples is .given 
as 56 per cent, . 

• • * It ls proper to state that in Europe similar goods are 
made from wools of a much higher shrinkage. On account of the 
specific duty on wool, it ls necessary to select for importation such 
as is of low shrinkage. Owing to the relatively small quantity of this, 
there is keen competition among purchasers for America. It follows 
that European manufacturers obtain equally good wool of heavier 
shrinkage at a lower prlce per scoured pound. It follows also that 
America can import only in very limited quantities the fine wools 
£rown in South America and the Cape of Good Hope. 

Thomas Oakes & Co., of Bloomfield, N. J., state that from 1.38 to 
1.44 pounds of scoured wool are required to produce 11 pound of finished 
cloth, according to samples submitted by them. 

111. T. Stevens & Sons Co., of North Andover, Mass., submit samples 
of dress goods and broadcloth, and state that from 1.30 to ~.40 pounds 
of scoured wool are required to produce 1 pound of cloth. 

The letters are published below : 
TALBOT l'iiILLS, 

N01·th Biller-tea, Mass., January '3, 1909. 
WILLIAM WlII;rfllAN, Esq., 

President National AssoaiaUon Wool Manufacturers, 
Boston, Mass. 

DEA..B SIR : Replying to yours of December 30, the samples already 
sent in, A and B, require H pounds of scoured wool per pound of cloth. 

Yours, t-ruly, 
FREDERIC S. CJ:;AI1K, Pruident. 

Passaic, N. J., January 4, 1909. 
WM. WHITMA:N', Esq., 

President National Association of Wool Manufactto-ers, 
Boston, Mass. 

DmAB Sm: In answer to your esteemed favors of December 15 and 18, 
190 , and as requested, we beg to reply to your several queries as 
follows: 

1. One hundred pounds wool in the grease usually yield from 25 per 
cent in territory up to 44 per cent of best Australian finished top. 

2. One hundred pounds wool in the grease render the following 
results: 

Sorted wooL __ ---- --- _ --- ---·- _______ about __ 
Top and noil---------------------------do ___ _ Tops, standard condition_ ____________ do ___ _ 

Australian. Fine terri­
tory. 

Per cent. 
&3 
44l 
3~ 

One-half 
blood 

domestic. 

Per cent. 
80 
32 
271 

3. The loss between top and finished dress goods approximates 15 per 
cent to 22 per cent. 

4. One hundred pounds scoured wool would produce about 60 per 
cent to 65 per cent finished cloth. 

5. Regarding the question of comparative scale of wages here and 
as paid on the European continent, we beg to say that so far as we are 
informed the wages in this country are at least twice that paid abroad, 
and in many cases three times higher_ 

The Australian wools that we u.se are the lighter shrinkage wools 
from that country, which, under existing conditions, we can import to 

better advantage than the heavier shrinlrage wools which form the bulk 
of the clip. 

By express we are sending you four specimens of our dress goods, 
marked as follows : 

"Style No. 3 (low) ; " "style No. 6 (med.) ; " "style No. 7 (fine) ; " 
"style No. 4 (best),' which Wlil hope will serve your purpose. 

We also take pleasure in acknowledging receipt of your favor on the 
2d instant, with pamphlet referred to by you, for which we thank you-

We trust the above information will aid you in convincing the Ways 
and Means Committee of the importance that the compensatory duties 
as now fixed be maintained on our class of goods, and that they wlll 
see the justice to so recommend the present tariff to be continued in 
the new tariff law they intend to introduce. 

We remain, yours, very truly, 
BOTANY WORSTED MILLS, 
FllllD. KUBN, Treasurer. 

HOCKANUM COMPANY, 
Rookville, Conn., Januar11 6, 19()9. 

• Mr. WILLIAM WHIT UN, 
78 Chauncv street, Boston, Mass. 

DEAR SIR : At your request we are sending you a number of samples 
of fine worsteds made from Australian worsted yaros. Our experience 
in manufacturing these goods is that they show an average shrinking 
from the worsted yarn in the gray to the finished cloth of 19 per cent, 
and we account for this 19 per cent shrinking as follows : Six per cent 
loss in dyeing; 5~ per cent loss in waste; 8§ per cent loss in finishing. 
Thus, 100 pounds of yarn in gray produces 94 pounds .after dyeing, 88.7 
pounds greasy cloth, 81.2 pounds of finished cloth. 

Trusting that this is what you want, 
Yours, very truly, 

F. T. ~WELL, Treasurer. 

GLOBE WooL'lllN COMPANY, 
Ufi.ca, N. Y., January 1, 1909. 

l\fr. WILLIAM WHITMAN, President, 
683 Atlantia avenue, Boston, Mass. 

DEAR Sm: Your favor of December 30 received. Inclosed please find 
stn.tement showing weight of finished cloth in each of the samples we 
sent you that can be made from 1 pound of scoured wool. The inclosecl 
statement, -taken in connection with our statements. sent you dated 
December 23, 1908, will show the details ot shrinkage from greasy wool 
to finished cloth. 

The 80 Australian referred to means grade of wool and not size of 
yarn. 

Yours, truly, GLOBE WOOJ:,EN COMPANY, 
J"OIIN Su1soN, Superintendent. 

Cm·ded woolen cloth. 

Sample. I Weight of Weight of 

Te .• --·--------------------·---·----------------··· ""=~~::· ~= 
lS--~-~---•w-•---·--w-·----------··-·--------- 16 11.25 

Worsted cloth.a made of oombed wool. 

Sample, I Weight of Weight of 

nw ........... -..................................... · seo=..:~,:- --~,~:: 
3193-------------------------------~---------- 16 10.41 

LAWRENCE, MASS., January 4, 1909. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF WOOL MANUFACTURERS, 

Boston, Mass. 
GENTLElIEN: With reference to your favor of December 31, and an­

swering the inquiries you made in your letter of December 11, we are 
herewith inclosing eight reference samples : First, two fancy woolens, 
our 5600 and 6000 lines ; second, three fancy worsteds, our 4450, 5250, 
and 8200 lines ; and third, serges, our 160, 180, and 300. 

In paragraph 3 we designate the loss between scoured wool and fin­
ished cloth on our woolen fabrics. 

We hope this matter is sent you in satisfactory shape. 
Yours, faithfully, -

GEORGE E. KUNHAP.DT. 

I. Gardea woolen cloths. 

Foll California. 
California and terri­

tory. 

II. Worsted cloths made of worsted yarns. 

A. Byam. 

160. ..••.. 17.3 ounces._. ___ 2140s X ArlHigton gray yarn, colored. 
180 .••• _.. 17 .3 ounces _ .. _ -_ _ 2/42s XX.X special Arlington gray yarn. 
300. ·----· 17.5 ounces •.•.... 2t28s Arlington gray yarn. . 
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III. LOSS BETWEEN SCOURED WOOL AND FINISHED' CLOTH. 
In the above 5,600 line the equivalent for 1 pound of scoured wool 

is 0. 78 pound of finished cloth. 
In the above 6,000 line the equivalent for 1 pound of scoured wool is 

0.83 pound finished cloth. 
MEMORANDIJ'M. 

If 1 pound of scoured wool makes 0. 78 pound finished cloth, It would 
require 20.5 ounces of scoured wool to make 1 pound of finished cloth. 

If 1 pound of scoured wool makes 0.83 pound finished cloth, it would 
require 19.3 ounces of scoured wool to make 1 pound of finished cloth. 

THE ROCK MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
Rockville, Conii., Deceniber 17, 1908. 

GENTLEMEN: We hand you herewith our method of figuring the cost 
per finished yarn of the wool used in making an indigo, wool-dyed, 
steam-finished dark blue uniform cloth, to weigh 16 ounces per Ilnear 
yard. . 

Taking 4,000 pounds of fine domestic wool in the grease, there will 
be a shrinkage during the process of scouring of 68 per cent. This will• 
give 1,280 pounds of clean white wool. 

During the various processes of manufacture-<:arbonizlng, coloring, 
carding, spinning, dressing, weaving, and finishing-there will be an 
additional shrinkage of 28 per cent, which will leave 921.60 pounds of 
finis~ed cloth. • 

Fine domestic wool in the grease--------------------------68 per cent shrinkage during scouring ____________________ _ 
Clean white wool ---------------------------------------
28 per cent shrinkage during manufacture-----------------Pounds of finished cloth _____________ ..: __________________ _ 

Pounds. 
4,000 
2,720 
1,280 

358.4 
921.6 

Four and one-half pounds of greasy wool to 1 pound of cloth. 
We hand you below a sample of the cloth produced by the above 

schedule. 
Truly, yours, 

THE ROCK MANUFACTCRING COMPANY. 

WATERLOO WOOLEN MA.NUFACTURINO COMPANY, 
New York, Jantuiry 4, 1909. 

WILLIAM WHITMAN, Esq., 
President lfational Association of Wool Manufacturers. 

Dw Sm: Replying to your various communica.tions, I have sent 
you two samples, ~s follows : 

CARDED WOOLEN CLOTHS. 
(1) Blue broadcloth, 54 inches wide inside selvage, weight 16 ounces 

per linear yard, made from Australian 70s merino; quantity of greasy 
wool in each pound of cloth, 55 ounces, on the basis of 56 per cent 
shrinkage. Quantity of scoured wool in each pound of cloth, approxi­
mately 1~ pounds. 

(2) Blue broadcloth, 54 inches wide inside s lvage, weight 16 ounces 
per linear yard, made from fine unwashed fleece wool grown in Ohio, 
west Virginia, or Pennsylvania ; quantity of greasy wool in each pound 
of cloth, 67 ounces, on the basis of 64 per c~nt shrinkage. Quantity of 
scoured wool in each pound of cloth, approximately H pounds. 

2. We do· not make worsted cloths from combed wools. 
3· We spin all of the woolen yarns used in our fabrics. 
Although the shrinkage of the Australian wool used in sample No. 1 

is given as 56 per cent, it is proper to state that in Europe similar 
goods are made from wools of a much higher shrinkage. On account 
of the specific duty on wool, it is necessary to select for importation 
such as is of low shrinkage. Owing to the relatively small quantity 
of this there is keen competition among purchasers for Ame~ica. It 
follows that .European manufacturers obtain equally good wool of 
heavier shrinkage at a lower price per scoured pound. It follows also 
that America can import only in very limited quantities the fine wools 
grown in South America and the Cape of Good Hope. 

It is stated above that approximately H pounds of scoured wools are 
r equired to make 1 pound of goods. This is subject to variation, de­
pendin"' on the amount of vegetable matter, kemp, and short fiber in 
each p~rchase of wool, upon the amount of finish given the cloth, and 
is also influenced by the fact that most broadcloth manufacturers deliver 
goods weighing more than the co.ntract ~alls for. Thus H pound;'! of 
scoured wool will produce sometimes .9 '5 pound of cloth, sometimes 
1.08 pounds of cloth, the variation between these limits depending on 
the factors mentioned above. 

Yours, truly, 
W.ATEllLOO WOOLEN MANUFACTURING Co., 
A. u. PATTERSON, Prcsillent. 

BLOOMFIELD, N. J., January 9, 1909. 
WILLIAM WHITlllAN, Esq., 

President National Association of Wool Manufacturers, 
Boston, Mass. 

DEAR Srn: We have your favor of yesterday's date requesting ~hat 
we send the quantity represented in pounds of scoured wool ·required 
for 1 pound of tinished cloth in the several samples previously sent to 
you. We forwarded yesterday the same informatio~ represented by per­
centages, but now inclose the same, as you request, m pounds: 

Pomids scow·ed 1.vool to 1 pound fttii.shed wool. 

"Woolens: l. 
44 

~~Iii~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ i:il 
Worsteds: 1. 

41 

l~i!~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:it 
The results, so far as our samples are concerned, are so uniform we 

think an average of 1.40 would fairly represent the scoured quantity 
for 1 pound finlshed product. 

Yours, truly, THOMAS OAKES & Co. 

M. T. STEVENS & SONS COMPANY, 
North Andover, Mass., January 11, 1909. 

Goods. 

'• 

Dress goods: 
E--············-·········· 
F •........ ·-·········-···· 
D-····-····-·············· Broadcloth: 
A ••••••• ·-················ 
B .•.••. ·-················· c ........................ . 

Weight 
per square 

yard. 

Ounces. 
3. 75 
4.5 
5.7 

5.5 
6.3 
6.9 

Quality of stock. 

Fine medium territory •.. 
.•..• do ......... ·-······ · -· 
..... do ..•...•.•.....•...•. 

..... do •..•.•......•.....•• 

.... ·.do ...•... . ..........•. 
Cape and Port Phillip .... 

Pounds · 
clean wool 
required to 
produce 

one pound 
of goods. 

1.30 
1.30 
1.32 

1.32 
L4 
1.4 

A SUMMARIZED STATEMENT. 
The tables of Harry Hartley & Co. show the actual quantity in 

pounds of wool top, worsted yarn, and finished goods made from 100 
pounds of greasy wool in the bale, and the equivalent number of pounds 
of greasy wool required for the cloth, recapitulated as follows: · 

Pounds Pounds Equiva· 
Pounds of of lent of 

Character of wool. of tops. worsted finished greasy 
wool in yarn. goods. cloth. 

------------
Fine merino territory •...... _ ......•••.•. 21. 73 20.64 17.55 6. 7 
Fine medium territory ......... _ .. . ..••. 24.45 23.23 19. 75 5.1 
Medium one-half blood territory ........ 28.80 'l:l.36 23.27 4.3 
Fine medium unwashed Ohio and Mich-

igan ··········--···········-········ · ·· 26.47 26.16 21.38 4.7 
.Average fine Texas ........ ·-············ 24.45 23.23 19. 76 5.1 
Twelve months Texas, long staple .....•. 27.90 26. f>O 2"2.53 4.4 
One-quarter blood territory .......•••... 37.30 35.43 SQ.12 3.3 

F'rom the best estimate obtainable the average shrinkage from greasy 
wool to scourcp. wool of the entire wool produ.ct of the United States is 
at least 60 per cent. 

On this basis, 100 pounds of such greasy wool would, as a broad, 
general statement, yield, on the average, 9n pounds of sorts, 39 pounds 
of scoured wool, 31.2 pounds of top, 291 pounds of worsted yarn, 25 
pounds of finished worsted ·cloth. 

From the t estimony already received we have the following results: 
Carded woolen cloths.-Ten exhibits; 24 samples from mills makin~ 

finished goods from greasy wool bought in the bale. Average, 3.7<> 
pounds of wool to 1 pound of cloth ; lowest, 3 pounds ; highest, 4.64 
pounds. 

Carded, 1ooolen cloths.-Eight exhibits; 28 samples showing the 
amount of scoured wool required to make 1 pound of finlshed cloth. 
Average, 1.37 pounds; lowest, 1.20 pounds; highest, 1.55 pounds. 

Compensating duty required on the basis of scoured wool dutiable at 
33 cents equals 45.21 cents. 

Worsted cloths f1·om mills making theil" own tops and 11a1·ns.-'l'hree 
e:xhibits; 12 samples. Average, 3.66 pounds of wool to 1 pound of 
finh:ihed cloth ; lowest, 2.56 pounds; highest, 4.55 pounds. 

Worsted cloths from mill-3 makino their own tops and yarns.-Three 
exhibits; 12 samples showing the number of pounds of scoured wool 
required to make 1 pound of finished cloth. Average, 1.55 pounds of 
scoured wool to 1 pound of finished cloth ; lowest, 1.4.0 pounds ; highest, 
1.78 pounds. 

Compensating duty required on .the basis of scoured wool dutiable at 
33 cents equals 51.15 cents. 

Worsted cloths tnade by manufacturers who purchase thei1· worsted 
yanis, showino los8' between. yarn and cloth.-Two exhibits; 11 sam­
ples; 8 Australian worsted yarn ; 1 Australian and territory yarn; 
2 fine medium territory yarn; 18.84 ounces of worsted yarn are re­
quired to make 1 pound of finished goods; shrinkage, 15 + per cent. 

These exact statements, drawn from the actual business experience of 
representative importers of wool and manufacturers of woolen and 
worsted fabrics, are strong cumulative testimony that the standard of 
4 pounds of gi·easy wool to 1 pound of finished cloth, the long-recognized 
basis of the compensatory duty, is a just standard, and that it ought to 
be embodied in the wool and woolen schedule of the tariff law which 
the Committee on Ways and Means is now considering. It is not denied 
that there are wools less than 4 pounds of which will produce a pound 

of 'l~~~~~- hostile interests which attack our compensatory duty as a part· 
of the protective systPm are in the habit of selecting such wools. as has 
been done by certain English manufacturers of Bradfo1·d, in a brief sub­
mitted to your committee by their representatives, F. Butterfield & Co., 
of New York. But, on the other hand, there are wools ln constant use 
in this country, of both foreign and domestic production, more than 4 
pounds of which are required to produce a pound of finished cloth. 

That statement of Senator ALDRICH, chairman of the Senate Com­
mittee on Finance, which we have already quoted, goes right to the 
heart of this question of compensatory duties when, referring to the 
foes of a protective policy, Senator ALDRICH says: 

"They have selected certain kinds of wool, and declared that in these 
particular instances the proportion of shrinkage and waste is only as 2 
or 3 pounds of wool to 1 of cloth. I grant there are such instances ; but 
as it is the weakest link in the chain or the lowest point in the levee 
that determines efficiency, so we are bound to take the highest shrink­
age wools accessible to foreigners and to calculate the compensatory 
duty on the basis of these. If our manufacturers are excluded from 
the use of thls class of wools, their competitors do us~ them, and it is 
against these that the P.qualization of conditions is to be effected . 

"Again, it has been argued that the formula is wrong, because 
certain fabrics are produced in which 4 pounds of wool, even · of this 
high-shrinking quality, are not required to manufacture a pound of 
goods, while the compensatory duty is fixed at four times the wool 
duty. Goods woven on cotton warps or containing some admixture of 

!' 
) 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· SEN ATE. 3071 
shoddy are cited. I grant the facts in this instance also. But we 
must, as I have already shown, arrange the compensation on the basis 
of the best. cloths; otherwise we should determine, by our legislation, 
that the manufacture in this counh·y shall be con.fined to the lower 
grades of goods. 'l'hat would be to affix the brand ot permanent in­
f eriority upon our woolen manufactures. Nor is it possible in a tariff 
bill to so adjust a system of compensatory duties that it ·shall exactly fit 
the amount of wool consumed in an almost infinite variety of fabrics." 

Another objection that may be urged to accepting the proportion of 
4 pounds of wool to 1 pound of cloth, and allowing a comperuatory 
duty on this basis, is that the great shrinkage in the wool is not always 
fully lost-as in the case of noils, for instance. But the manifest 
r eply to this, which has been presented before and is now emphasized 
again, is that though these noils have a value, that value is very much 
less than the foreign or original cost of the wool from which they 
were made-less than the foreign cost of the wool, exdusive of the 
duty. Thus, it is plain that . the manufacturer, who pays the duty on 
the wool and the noils included in it, does not recover the duty paid 
upon the noils when he sells them. Therefore the value of the noils 
can rightfully be eliminated from the calculation. 

What the tariff makers have sought in past years ls to fix a fair 
average stu.ndard, sufficient under all normal circumstances to compen­
sate· American wool manufacturers for the relatively high rates of duty 
which they are required to pay upon their raw material. This standard 
of 4 pounds of greasy wool to 1 pound of cloth, though often assailed 
by r ival foreign manufactul"in~ interests and their representatives in the 
United States, has stood the t:est of forty years of critical examination, 
and we urge you respectfully that it once more be adopted by your 
committee in the preparation of the new tariff law. 

Very truly, yours, 
William Whitman, Boston, president and chairman ex 

officio; Frederic S. Clark, North Billerica, Mass. ; 
Walter Erben, Philadelphia, Pa .. ; Louis B. Goodall, 
Sanford, Me0 Edwin Farnham Greene, Boston, 1\Iass. ; 
Joseph R. urundy, Philadelphia, Pa.; John Hope­
well, Boston, Mass.; George E. Kunhardt, Lawrence, 
Mass.; J. 11. Maccoll, Pawtucket, R. I.; Francis T. 
Maxwell, Rockville, Conn.; J. F. Maynard, Utica, 
N. Y.; Thomas Oakes, Bloomfield, N. J.; Winthrop 
L. Marvin, Secretary, Tarifr Committee National 
Association of Wool Manufacturers. 

COMPE..~SATORY DUTIES. 
ADDITIONAL STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 

WOOL MANUFACTURERS, FEBRUARY 10, 1909. 
BOSTON, Mass., February 9, 1909. 

Hon. SERENO E. PAYNE, 
Chmirman of the Oommittee on Ways and Means, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 
DEAR Srn: We wish to submit to you herewith some supplementary 

statements from manufacturers r elative to the compensatory duties, 
showing the amount of greasy wool required to make a pound of cloth, 
the shrinkage between top and yarn, etc. 

The American Woolen Company submits 10 samples of woolen and 
worsted fabrics, and states that from 3.34 to 4.55 pounds of greasy 
wool are required to produce 1 pound of these fabrics. 

John and James Dobson, of the Falls of Schuylkill Carpet and Plush 
Mills, submit four samples of cloths, and state that with the exception 
of the Australian wool -it takes more than 4 pounds of unwashed · wool 
to make a pound of these cloths-the Australian a little less. 

The Middlesex Company submits two samples of uniform cloth, and 
states that a little more than 4 pounds of greasy wool are required to 
make 1 pound of one of these fabrics and slightly over 5 pounds to 
make 1 pound of the other . . 

Statements of the Pocasset Worsted Company, S. Slater & Sons, the 
Standish · Worsted Company, and the Dunn Worsted l\Iills relate to the 
shrinkage between tops and yarn, yarn and cloth, scoured wool and 
cloth, etc. 

This testimony ls confirmatory of other statements of manufacturers 
11.keady submitted by us to your committee. 

We submit, also, a statement of Brown & Adams, wool commission 
merchants of Boston, that Australian fine wools will shrink from 45 to 
65 per cent, Cape wools from 55 to 75 per cent, and South American 
wools from 50 to 72 per cent-confirming in general statements already 
filed with the committee from John G. Wright and Farnsworth, Thayer 
& Stevenson, that 4 pounds of greasy wool to 1 pound of finished cloth 
is the proper basis of a compensatory duty. · 

very truly, yours, 
William Whltman, Boston, president and chairman ex 

officio ; Frederic S. Clark, North Billerica, Mass. · 
Charles H. Harding, Philadelphia, Pa. ; Louis B: 
Goodall, Sanford, l\fe.; Joseph R. Grundy, Philadelphia, 
Pa.; John Hopewell, Boston, Mass. ; John P. Wood, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; J. R. Maccoll, Pawtucket, R. I.; 
Francis •.r. Maxwell, Rockville, Conn. : J. F. Maynard, 
Utica, N. Y., and Thomas Oakes, Bloomfield, N. J., 
tariff committee, National Association of Wool Manu­
facturers ; Winthrop L. Marvin, secretary. 

WM. WHITMAN, Esq., 

AMERICAN WOOLE~ CO!IIPANY, 
WM. M. WooD, President, 

Boston, Mass., January 18, W09. 

President National Associati<ni of Wool Manufacturers, 
78 Chauncey Street, Boston, Mass. 

D1'lAR Sm: We forward you herewith samples of woolen and worsted 
fabdcs and trust the information given below is what you require. 

Sfl.Illple "A" : 9! ounces broadcloth made from domestic \vool. Re­
quires 4 pounds of grease wool or 22~ ounces of clean wool to make 
1 pound of cloth. 

Sample "B " : 20 ounces kersey made of Australian wool. Requires 
S! pounds of grease wool or 22 ounces of clean wool per pound of 
cloth. 

Sample " C " : 16 ounces kersey made from• Australian wool. Re­
quires . 3~ pounds of grease wool or 22 ounces clean wool per pound of 
cloth. 

Sample " D " : 17 ounces indigo kersey made from domestic wool. Re­
quires 4 pounds of grease wool or 22?! ounces clean wool per pound of 
cloth. 

Sample "l": 13i ounces worsted cloth made from domestic wool. 
Requires 3.34 pounds of grease wool or 1.64 pounds of clean wool per 
pound of cloth. 

Sample "2" : 16 ounces worsted made of territory wool. Requires 
4 .24 pounds of grease wool or 1.70 pounds of clean wool per pound of 
cloth. 

Sample " 3 ,; : 18 ounces worsted made from territory wool. Requires 
4.34 pounds of grease wool or 1. 78 pounds of clean wool per pound of 
cloth. · 

Sample "4 " : 16 ounces worsted - made from territory wool. Re­
quires 4.55 pounds of grease wool or 1.54 pounds of clean wool per 
pound of cloth. 

Sample " 5 " : 15 ounces worsted made from Australian wool. Re­
quires 3.37 pounds of grease wool or 1.61 pounds of clean wool per 
pound of cloth. 

Sample "6" : 18 ounces worsted made from Australian wool. ·ue­
quires 3.37 pounds of grease wool or 1.61 pounds of clean wool per 
pound of cloth. 

Yours, truly, AMERICAN WOOLE::-1' COMPANY, 
C. J. BODFISH, 

Mr. Wrt.LIAM WHtTU.A.......-, 

Manufqctm·ing Sc01·etary. 

FALLS OF SCHUYLKILL 
.CARPET AND PLUSH MILLS, 

Philadelphia, January 16, W09. 

President Nationai Association of Wooi Manufacturers, 
Boston, Mass. 

DEAR Sm: I herewith send you four different samples of cloths, num­
bered 1 to 4, inclusive. 

No. 1 is a cloth made from all Australian wool. I also send you the 
amount of scoured fine wool that it will take to make a pound of this 
cloth, calculated, as you will see, as per sheet 1nclosed. 

I also send you sample marked No. 2, made from half Australia:n 
and half domestic fine Montana, with the same calculations. 

I also send you samples made from Ohio wool, marked No. 3, with 
the same calculations. 

I also send you samples No. 4, made from territory wool, with calcu­
lations. 

In making these calculations, I take 4 pounds of each kind of wool 
in unwashed condition. I think you will find these calculations as 
near accurate as it is possible to get them. The shrinkage of wools 
you can ascertain in Boston as well as I can. Of course, these are from 
actual experience. Tbe bigher the finish of the goods in the way ot 
broadcloth, the more the shrinkage will be. 

You will notice that the manufacture of broadcloth is a very differ­
ent proposition from the manufacture of a worsted piece of goods. In 
many cases these goods are in the fulling mills for a whole day to be 
felted ; the higher the felting the heavier the loss. 

You will notice that, with the · exception of the Australian wool, it 
takes more than 4 pounds of unwashed wool to make a pound of 
cloth ; the Aush·alian · takes a little less. The wools grown in Silesia, 
in Russia, and the Cape of Good Hope have a much higher shrinkage 

I than the Australian wools, but the average is about the American 
standard of shrinkage. . 

Hoping the above information will be of service to you, I remain, 
Yours, very respectfully,_ 

JAMES DOBSO:N. 

MIDDLESEX COMP.A.NY, 
Loicell, Mass., January 14, W09. 

WM. WIDTMAN, Esq., 
President National .Associatio1i of Wooi Manufacturers, 

Boston, Mass. 
DEAR Sm : I beg to hand you herewith two samples of cloth manufac­

tured by the Middlesex Company. These are of a type produced by this 
company for a great many years a~d are used in making uniforms. . 

Sample No. 1 is made of fine Ohio wool, and from 100 pounds of wool 
in the bale we made 24.36 pounds of cloth, or a little more than 4 
pounds of wool to a pound of cloth. 

Sample No. 2 is made chiefly from Idaho wool, and from 100 pounds 
of this wool we made 19.87 pounds of cloth, or slightly over 5 pounds of 
wool to a pound of cloth. 

From this it appears .that the specific or compensating duty, which is 
based on the theory that 4 pounds of wool are required to make 1 
pound of cloth, is not placed too high as far as it concerns the uni­
form cloths made by this company. 

Yours, respectfully, C. BROOKS STETE.xs, Treasurer. 

POCA.SSET WORSTED COi\IP.A.NY, 
Boston, Mass., January 11, 1.909. 

Mr. WILLI.A.DI WHITMAN, 
President Nationai Association of Wool Manufacturers, 

Boston, Mass. 
DEAR MR. WHITMAN: Replying to your letter of January D, I am 

inclosing a memorandum giving the shrinkage losses from top to 
worsted yarn for the years 1905, 1D06, 1907, and 1908. These losses 
include the invisible losses, and they are exactly as ta.ken from our 
books. ~'hey are figured on the basis of a half-blood quality similar 
to · your 4's quality. During the year 1908 the loss is smaller than 
dU1'1ng the ·previous years, · and this is accounted for by the fact that 
we have been using finer qualities of wool. We have found, when 
using quarter blood, both domestic and foreign, our shrinkage loss to 
go up a.s high as lG per cent, and on low quarter bloods I can readily 
believe that it will in some instances go above 20 per cent. 

I am also in.closing some data giving prices of labor in England for a 
worsted yarn mill similar to the Pocasset; and also data on the selling 
price of worsted yarn and worsted tops in va rious qualities in Bradford 
in November, 1908. You may find it of interest to tabulate these fig­
ures, and they may be of value to your committee in showing the exact 
conditions, as regards costs, at the present time in this country n.nd 
Bradford. 

Roughly speaking, I find that the labor costs in our own mill are 
about 130 per cent higher than the costs here given. I think it is fair 
to assume that general fixed charges in this counh·y are about double 
to what they are in England. In tabqlating some ot these figures I 
seem to find that if the duty on wool is dropped from 11 to 8 cents, it 
will be necessary to have a larger ad valorem duty on worsted yarn in 
order to compensate for this drop, especially on yarns from 40's up to 
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70's. As the tariff is now, we could readily have a little higher tariff 
on numbers like 70's and 80's, we finding that we have been unable to 
compete in the general market against yarn imported from Germany and 
England in these numbers. Of course we do not care to make any great 
amount in these numbers, but if a scientific duty i.s arranged it should 
be arranged so that all classes of worsted yarn should be proportionate 
in the protection they have from the taritr .. 

Very truly, yours, . F. c. FLETCIIER. 

Pocasset Worsted Company-Memorandum of shrinkages 'between the 
top and the finished yanl, including waste and invisible loss. 

Per cent. 

iii~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ti:i~ 
The e shrinkages are based on a half-blood quality. During the 

' 'C::tr 1908 the qualities run in the mill were finer than a half-blood; 
during the other years about an average half-blood. .When using thi:ee­
eighths and quru·ter-blood wools we have had the shrmkages go as high 
as 16 per cent. The invisible loss, largely moistu1·e, averages about ~! 
per cent. 

BOSTON, MASS., January 18, 1909. 
'VILLIA~ WHITMAN, 

Pi·esiden"t National .Association of Wool Mamifacturers, 
Boston, Mass. 

DF.AR Sm: I am in recetpt of . your letter .of January 15. In the 
shrinka"e report which I gave you there was . mcluded tlie waste made 
in the spinning, this shrinkage showing the total difference between the 
pounds of top used during the year and the yarn produced, taking waste 
oC all kinds made in the mill. We find in making tests on sma~l lots 
tnat there is a great variation in the percentage of shrinkage, owmg to 
the invisible loss being different on different days. We also find that 
ther-e is a loss between the tops at 13~ per cent condition and t.he Y!irn 
shipped out of from 2! to 3 per cent, and our yearly figures of mvis1ble 
l oss bear out the average loss figured fl'om week to week. 

Another point which I mlght mention is that we take a great deal of 
sliver out of the top in the drawing, seldom finding the top clear 
enoucrh all the way through to allow none of the sliver to be taken out 
in one or the other of the preparations. It is possible that we make 
more waste here than a mill ordinarily would do which makes the tops 
in its own mill, and to some degree this might accoun~ for a s~emingly 
higher proportion of waste than you figur.e at the Arhngton Mills. 

Trusting the above answers your question, 
Very truly, ypurs, 

WILLIAM WHITMAN, Esq. 
DEAR Srn : Inclosed please 

Bartlett to me under date of 
yours to me of January 7. 

I am, very truly, yours, 

F. C. FLETCHER. 

~.!A.RLBOROUGH-BLENHEIM, 
Atiantio City, N. J., January 14, 1909. 

find original letter from Mr. Spaulding 
January 19, answering the questions in 

FRANK BULKELEY SMITH, 
Treas.; S. Slate1· Sons, Inc. 

S. SLATER & SoN (Incorporated), 
. Webster, Mass., Jarniary 12, 1909. 

FRANK BULK.ELEY . SMITH, Esq., 
Marlborough-Blenheim, .Atlantic City, N. J. 

DEAR Srn: Yours o:C the 11th, from Baltimore, inclosing Mr. Whit­
man's letter of January 7, is received, and I would answer his ques­
tions as follows : 

1. Silesian twill. The fine Ohio wool used in the manufacture o:C 
this cloth was washed. 

2 The 444 cloth was made of unwashed wool, and in using the 
word " domestic" we do not intend to distinguish it from territory 
wool because it was made of territory wool, but used the word " domes­
tic" because, in Mr. Whitman's leti;er of December 11, under ti;ie 
head " Carded woolen cloths," question D, he asks us to state m 
the case of each whether it is made of foreign or domestic wool. 

3. It takes 20.8 ounces of scoured wool to m:ike 1 po~nd of fi!JisJ;ted 
cloth of the character of the two samples sent him; that is, the S1les1an 
twill and the 444 cloth. 

Respectfully, s. BARTLETT. 

B. F. Mellor, president The Standish Worsted Company, makers of 
high-grade cloth ; mills, Plymouth, Mass. 

PLYMOUTH, MASS., Jamtary 20, 1909. 
Messrs. HARDING, WHITMAN & Co., Boston, Mass. 
Mr. WM. WHITMAN. 

DEAr:. Sm: Yours of the 14th received and noted. In reply please 
find inclosed four samples of our cloth, two light and two heavy 
weicrhts On sample marked No. 1 we require 13~ ounces of yarn and 
fhe "'cloth finishes 12i ounces. On sample marked No. 2 we require 15 
ounces of stock and the cloth weighs 13! ounces. On sample marked 
No 3 we ' require 18~ ounces of stock and the cloth weighs 17 ounces. 
on· the sample marked No. 4 we require 18~ ounces of stock and the 
cloth weighs 17 ounces. 

These samples represent the various kinds of yarn which we use 
in largest quantities, and we hope they will give you the information 
you desire. 

Yours, truly, 

Mr. WILLI.Al\! WHITMAN, 

THE STANDISH WORSTED COMPANY, 
E. H. Dow. 

D UNN WORSTED MILLS, 
. Woonsocket, R. I., .fanuary 18, 1909. 

President Na.tionaZ Association of WooZ Maniufactm·ers, 
Boston, Mass. 

DEAR Srn: Your favor of the 14th received during writer's absence, 
hence the delay in answering same. Under separate cover we are mail­
ing you samples of cloth made from XXXX gra.de1 XXX grade, and PX 
grade. We do not make a cloth from grade simllar to Prime. These 
goods we have made for some length of time, ·and writer has -gone over 
our figures very carefully and finds that they average as follows : 
XXXX stock ..averages 1.10 pounds of worsted yarn to make 1 pound of 
worsted cloth. XXX stock averages 1.113 of worsted yarn to make 1 

pound of worsted goods. PX stock averages 1.16 pounds of .worsted 
yarn to make l. pound of worsted goods. We trust this information 
will be satisfactory to you. 

Yours, very truly, DUNN WORSTED MILLS, 
E. L. DUNN, Treasurer. 

BROWN & ADAMS, 
Boston, January 13, 1909. 

WILLIAM WHITMAN, Esq., 
President National .Association of Wool Manufacturers, 

Boston, Mass. 
DEAR Srn : In response to your question as to the shrinkages of for­

eign wools we beg to reply that, based on our experience as wool mer­
chants, covering a long period of years, it is our belief that by· far the 
larger proportion of the foreign wools grown of merino blood will 
shrink on the average over 56 per cent. To be more specific, would 
say that the Australian fine wools as a class will shrink all the way 
from 45 per cent to 65 per cent. Wools from the Cape of Good Ilope, 
the shrinkage is from 55 to 75 per cent. From South America, from 50 
to 72 per cent. The Spanish wools will average around 64 per cent, 
the French wools around 65 per cent, and the German wools around 
65 per cent. 

Very truly, yours, BROWN & AD~MS. 
THE BUSTED RAG TRUST. 

Mr. WARREN. 1\Ir. President, we were informed by the 
Senn.tor from Iowa [Mr. DoLI.rvER] that there was a rag trust. 
I have some information here-I think some of it comes from 
the same newspaper from which the Senn.tor quoted-and 
while this information may differ from his, I do not think it 
will differ very ·much, as it looks as though it were more a " rag 
bust" than a rag tnrst. I submit it, however, and ask thnt it 
may be printed. It is not long, only two or three small items 
and a couple of letters. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no objection to its being printed. It 
appears that this American United Woolen By-Products Com­
pany is in the hands of receivers. I learn that it went into 
the receivers' hands not on account of its failure to succeed in 
business, but because of a controversy as to who should be 
the president of it, the original organizer claiming that they 
ought not to move him out because he had introduced the rest 
of them to a very good thing. [Laughter.] 

.Ur. WARREN. As this relates to the general subject of 
trusts and we are anxious to get all the information "' e can 
regarding them, and as there is not much of it, I ask that this 
matter may go into the RECORD. It is a most formidable trust. 
It claims to owe as much as $13,634 and to have assets amount-
ing to approximately $ ,000. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the reque t will be granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
BUSI~SS TROUBLES-NEW YORK-THE UNITED WOOLEN BY-PRODUCTS 

COMPA~Y. 

[From the Daily Trade Record, May 21, 1909.] 
Following an unrecorded assignment made by the company to Samuel 

S. Levor, associated with the F. B. Q. Clothing Company for the benefit 
of creditors, an involunt ary petition in bankruptcy was filed yesterday 
against the United Woolen By-Products Company, of 35 Vestry street. 
The petition was filed by Colins·, Wells & Hughes for these creditors: 
Hays, Levi & Co., $279; The Washington Clothing ompany, $275, and 
The Fechheimer-Fishel Company, $286. It was alleged that the com· 
pany made an assignment on May 19 and admitted in writing its 
inability to pay its debts. 

When it became known yesterday morning that the stockholders of 
the company had agreed to an assignment being made at a meeting the 
evening before, the bankruptcy petition was anticipated. As- stated 
yesterday, a sheriff went into the place on Tuesday on a judgment for 
electrical work. The liabilities of the company are 13,634 and the 
assets approx:imateiy $8,000. 

[From the Commercial Bulletin, May 22 1909. l 
It is reported that at a meeting of the creditors o:C the nited 

Woolen By-Products Company, of New York, held some days ago, resolu­
tions were adopted to call a meeting this week for the purpose of making 
a general a signment of the business fo1· the benefit of the creditors. 
The liabilities of the company are said to be more than $13,500, while 
the value of the stock on hand is estimated at $8,000. · 

UNITED WOOLE~ BY-PRODUCTS CO:UPA."Y, 
[From the Commercial Bulletin, l\Iay 2!), 1909.] 

Every little while the clothing manufacturers of the country s.re ap­
proached by some "wise guy," who tells them that they are being un­
mercifully robbed by the dealer in woolen rags •. tha.t they are not receiv· 
in°' what they should from the dealers for their cllps and that the only 
s~·e " get-rich-quick " method of disposing of their new clips Is to form 
a combination with other clothing manufacturers and sell through a 
concern to be formed by themselves, thus eliminating the wholesale 
dealer, and thereby reaping the enormous profits that should rightfully 
go to them. The scheme has been tried time and time again, but never 
with success. The latest concern in this line to fall was the United 
Woolen By-Products Company, of 25 Vestry street, New York, a peti­
tion in bankruptcy having been filed against them by the following cred­
itors: Hays, Levi & Co., $279; Washington Clothing Company, 275; 
and Fechheimer Fishel Company, $2 6. 

The following is what the New York Journal of Commerce and Com­
mercial Bulletin has to say about them : 

"It was alleged that the company is insolvent, on May 19 made an 
assignment, and admitted in writing inability to pay its debts and 
willingness to be adjudge.;;! bankrupt. Deputy Sheriff Porges had al­
ready inade a levy on the assets under an execution of $271 in favo1~ 
of the Charles A. Borne Company, and put a keeper in the place of 
business." 

The comoan:v was incorporated 9n December 27, 1907. with a capital 
stock of $3,000,000, and great things were expected of the new concern, 

/ 
I 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· SENATE. 3073 
which sought to revolutionize the business in this line. The original 
plan was to . form an association of clothing and cloak manufacturers, 
take from them their woolen clippings, and disposing of them to shoddy 
and paper ·manufacturers. Stock of the corporation was to be given 
to the members in payment for clipJ?ings up to July 1, 1908, after which 
cash was to be paid for the clipprngs. 

'I'hc business depression following the panic of 1907, it is said, oper­
ated against the venture; there was a lack of cash capital, dissen­
tions arose among those interested in the corporation regarding the 
policy of the business, and various changes took place among the com­
pany. Since the start there have been four presidents, the last one, 
Joseph I. Klatz, having taken charge about three weeks ago. Meetings 
have recently been held to devise plans to pay off the claims of creditors 
and liquidate the assets, and it was finally decided to make an assign­
ment for the benefit of all the creditors. 

Mr. WINTHROP L. MARVIN, 
NEW YORK CITY, Jime 9, 1909. 

New Wiilara Hotel, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR : I received your telegram to-day, as follows : 
" Can you ascertain and send to me the capitalization, volume of 

business, and other important details of United Woolen By-Products 
Company, referred to by our enemies in Congress as a gigantic trust?" 

To which I sent the following reply : 
"'I'elegram received. New York corporation. Capital stock, 

$3,000,000. Will send further details." 
Since sending above, which I confirm, I have learned that this so­

called " trust" is now in bankruptcy. I inclose cli{ping from the 
Daily Trade - Record of May 21. This is the same 3,000,000 com­
pany referred to in my telegram. I verified this by ater r eports in 
the papers. 
. Yours, very truly, l\f.ALCOL:ll D. WHITMAN. 

s. RAWITSER & Co. (Incorporated), 
Rawitse1-, N. Y., .[tine 9, 1909. 

Hon. FRANCIS E. w ARREN, 
United States Senate Ohamber, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Srn: I have read in this evening's paper that the question of a 
rag trust has come before you. · To enlighten you about the so-called 
"UnitP.d By-Products Company," would say that a concern under that 
name was formed about two years ago, simply combining a lot of clothing 
house people, who wanted to dispose of their own cuttings, perhaps with 
the idea that they could do so ·to better advantage. I would also say 
that it was merely a small affair and the concern has since gone into 
the hands of a receiver. I give you this information, not because I am 
looking for any advertising, but because I think it may be well for you 
to know. · 

Respectfully, yours, S. Il..A WITS ER & Co. (Incorporated), 
H. RA WITSER, Treasurer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next paragraph passed 
over will be stated. 

The SECRET.A.BY. The next paragraph passed over is para­
graph 3 0. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to ask unanimous consent for a 
recon ideration of the vote by which paragraph 365 was adopted. 
for th_e purpose of offering the last amendment which I intend 
to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which paragraph 
365 was agreed to. Without objec;!tion, the vote is reconsidered. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I send the amendment which I offer to the 
Secretary's desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRET.A.BY. On page 128, it is proposed to strike out 
paragraph 365, from line 9 to line 11, inclusive, and to insert: 

365. The duty upon all wools and hair of the first and second classes 
shall be based upon the shrinkage which . would result in scouring such 
wools, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre­
scribe ; if shrinking 65 per cent or more, 11 cents per pound ; if shrink­
ing less than: 65 per cent and not more than 55 per cent, 13 cents per 
pound ; if shrinking less than 55 per cent and not more than 45 per 
cent, 16 cents per pound; if shrinking less th!lll 45 per cent and not 
more than · 35 per cent, 20 cents per pound ; if shrinking less than 35 per 
cent and not more ·than 25 per cent. 24 cents per pound; if shrinking 
iess tban 25 per cent and not more than 15 per cent, 27 cents per pound · 
if shrinking less than 15 per cent, 33 cents per pound. ' 

l\Ir. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
that amendment makes a reduction of the rates as found in 
paragraph 365 of the bill? . 

l\Ir. DO~LIVER. Mr. President, the paragraph for which 
. this amendment is offered as a substitute contains a specific 
assessment of 11 cents a pound on first-class wools and of 12 
cents a pound on second-class wools, without any regard to their 
shrinkage. As I haYe previously shown, in the case of wools of 
a very large shrinkage that makes a very great assessment; 

. For example, if the shrinkage is 70 per cent, a man who brings 
in 100 pounds of that wool, after his scouring process is over, 
finds himself with only 30 pounds of wool upon which he has 
paid 11 cents, which indicates that he has paid on the scoured 
contents of his cargo 36i cents a pound, whereas if the wool 
shrinks, for example, 20 per cent, his duty paid upon the scoured 
contents of the fleece is only 15 cents a pound. So, with this 
fixed specific on wools without any regard to their shrinkage, we 
have that tremendous variation by which the man importing 
low-s~rinkage W<?Ols gets them in at a very exorbitant rate. 
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I have undertaken to state these· duties. ·This· is keeping 
them specific, but making them proportional to the shrinkage 
and, as near as may be, corresponding to the equivalent for 
each shrinkage to the duty assessed in this Senate bill. I 
would not ·be surprised, however, if this stimulated a little the 
duties upon wool. Some of them have been very low. 

l\Iy own interpretation of the wool statistics of the United 
States is that our brethren who are raising sheep have been 
in the enjoyment of an imaginary protection for a good many 
years. Otherwise, it would be hard to acco_unt for the slow 
progress of wool husbandry in America; otherwise, it would 
be hard to account for the gradual disappearance of the sheep:­
fold from the farms of West Virginia, Pennsylvania, Indiana, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, and my own State; otherwise, it would b~ 
difficult to understand why, in a climate as cold as that of the 
United States, the production of wool is, for practical purposes, 
at a r;;tandstill and the clothing of the people gradually takirig 
the direction of cheap substitutes for wool, which are neither 
an improvement upon its quality nor upon its beauty. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Iowa 
allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

· l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Yes. 
l\Ir. W .A:RREN. · Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator 

that an examination of the statistics would show that the wool 
production here has not stood still, but that it has always gone 
up tapidly under proper legislation, and that it has always 
gone down rapidly under improper legislation. When you can 
lose in the space of seven years one-half, or nearly so, of the 
production of wool, it takes some time to get back to where you 
were when you started on the downward· grade. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, there have been no varia­
tions in the progress of sheep husbandry in the United States; 
but the thing which impressed me in studying the statistics was 
that this production of wool has been hanging around 300,000,-
000 pounds annually for a good many years, practically for a 
whole generation, and _ I feel that there must be something 
wrong in the situation, which in a country of such enterprise as 
ours has left the statistics of wool production in such a shape 
as that. 

During my recent discourse on this subject the Senator from 
Wyoming kindly called my attention to the fact that the wools 
of the second class, bearing a duty of but 12 cents a pound 
when washed, constitute only a small part of our total importa­
tions of wool. I find, however-if I may have the attention of 
the Senator from Wyoming-that at the present time such 
wools arriving in our ports have reached 2,000,000 pounds per 
month, which, if continued at that rate for a year, would 
amount to 24,000,000 pounds, upon which the worsted spinners 
and weavers would save during the year, on 12 cents a pound 
duty, the amount of $2,500,000. 

l\Ir. WARREN. If the Senator were a shepherd and knew of 
the habits of the- sheep, of course he would understand that 
just at present this country is receiving wool as it is sheared 
abroad. This is soon after the shearing season of most coun­
h'ies, and the average, which has been less perhaps than 
12,000,000 pounds per year, will probably be struck before the 
end of the present year. The main portion of the wool comes 
in immediately after shearing. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I intend to put in some 
11lace in some of these little discourses a · statistical table giv­
ing the origin of these imports; and while it is true that it is 
now getting past shearing time here [laughter], there are an­
tipodes on this earth where shearing time comes in another 
portion of the year, and on that other side of the world a good 
deal of wool business is being h'ansacted, if I am correctly 
informed. 

The thing about that business that bothers me most is that 
this steady stream of second-class wool coming in here at a 
scoured duty of 15 cents a pound is the exact wool that is . in 
conflict and competition with the wools of my own State and 
the States of West Virginia, Pennsylvania, l\Iissouri, and a num­
ber of our Middle Western States . 

Mr. WARREN. But you do not raise much wool in Iowa, 
do you? • 

Mr. DOLLIVER. We are not raising very much now, be­
cause we find here a little automatic mechanism that was devised 
in 1867, by which a man looking for this particular kind of wool, 
if he finds the price of it going up 1 cent above the London 
price plus 15 cents that would have to be paid for the scoured 
duty upon it; turns away from us and seeks his profit in deal­
ing with the foreign market. So I have felt a deep interest 
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in this subject, and every time my friend from Wyoming has 
become so excited about noils and abOut cheap wastes and 
about roving wastes and slubbing wastes and ring wastes, and 
is kind enough to tell the people that they are more important 
than second-class wool, I made up my mind that when I got 
a chance to do so I would give my friend from Wyoming an 
opportunity to help me consolidate these two classes of wool. 
n will not hurt anybody, as the amount is negligible, accord­
ing to his own statement. Let us consolidate them, and do 
away with this little peculiarity that crept into our statutes so 
many years ago. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
.Mr. WARREN. The Senator's State is one of the most beau­

J;iful that I know of. I have to pass through · it from end to 
end very often during every year; and as I see such beautiful 
sheep among the pastures, I ask, Is the Senator quite sure that 
they grow second-class wool? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They look like English mutton sheep to me; 
most of them. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; but English mutton sheep is not a long­
;wool or a second-class wool sheep, but happens to be a short­
wool sheep, and the wool the Senator speaks•of is very largely 
Southdown and similar grades. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The reason that I think that these sheep 
of ours are No. 2 is the fact that they seem to be a diminish­
ing quantity, passing off the scene of action like the carded 
.woolen industry of Provo and Philadelphia. 

Mr. WARREN. Well, the Senator's State is so productive in 
:corn and other products that it becomes impossible for the poo1· 
and humble sheep herder to raise sheep. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Examination of the amendments which I 
o.ffer must soon convince any fair-minded man that I pTopose 
no such radical change in the tariff rates upon either wool or 
woolen goods as might injure any domestic industry, or which 
should offer any excuse for lowering the wages of any opera­
tives in our mills. Nor will anything be-found in these amend­
ments that can possibly justify the statement that I am en­
gaged in an attempt to pull down that ancient "citadel of pro­
tection," the "wool schedule," or that I stand in anything 
like the same position as those Democrats who fayored free 

.,wool, and who put wool upon the free list of the Wilson-Gor­
man bill On the contrary, I shall show that I am a fairer 
and more consistent protectionist than those who have so criti­
cised me, for my amendments are drawn, not to excessively 
protect a small coterie of worsted top and yarn sp~ers and 
.weavers, but to better and more equally protect all interests, 
from the woolgrower to the consumer; though by such proper 
readjustment and equalization of tariff rates it is possible tha.t 
the excessive profits of the worsted combination (due to a large 
extent to the discriminations in their favor because of the in­
.equalities of Schedule K) may be slightly . reduced. In any 
event, I believe it to be the duty of this Congress to so read­
just and equalize the rates of duty on wool and woolen goods. 
that they shall no longer discriminate in favor of one branch of 
the industry to the detriment of any other, or benefit a favored 
few at the expense of the many. 

As the foundation of the Woolen Schedule K rests upon the 
'Classifications and rates of duty on the various kinds of wool, 
I have endeavored, and I believe succeeded, in working out a 
new arrangement for equalizing the duties upon wools of the 
first and second classes, accoTding to their shrinkages, which 
.will result in strengthening the " citadel's " foundation and 
give greater protection to the woolgrower; or at least give him 
the protection he has been misled into believing he is now 
receiving, but which he is not receiving, because of the peculiar 
provisions of the present and former tariffs fixing a duty of 
11 cents per pound on unwashed wools of the first class, and 
only 12 cents per pound on washed wools of the second class, 
regardless of their yalue or shrinkage. 

This arbitrary and manifestly unfair and unequal m~thod of 
assessing the wool duties bas operated to deceive the woo!­
growers~ and to discriminate against the carded woolen manu­
facturers using high-shrinking wools of the first class, and has 
greatly favored the worsted spinners, top makers, and weavers, 
.who import most of the light-shrinking wools of the first class, 
and nearly all the washed wools of the second class, upon which 
the saving in duties is very great because of their light shrink­
age and the consequent amount of clear wool recovered in 
scouring. 

While the tariff provides that " wool imported in the scoured 
condition shall pay three times the duty on unwashed wool," 
lthe woolgrowers should be no longer deceived into believing they 

derive· any benefit by reason of ·this provision, for no wools are 
imported in the scoured condition. For why should the worsted 
manufacturer import his wool in the scoured condition and pay 
a duty o! 33 cents per pound thereon~ when he can import wools 
which will shrink less tha.n 50 per cent in scouring at 11 cents 
per pound, equal to only 22 cents per scoured pound? As a 
matter of fact, most of the wool imported by the worsted manu­
facturers shrink less than 50 per cent in scouring, while the 
duty per scoured pound on wool of the second class, shrinking 
but 20 per cent, would amount to but 15 cents. On the other 
hand, the carded woolen manufacturers are practically de· 
barred from importing their high shrinking wools, as the 11· 
cent per pound rate on wools such as they use, shrinking, say, 
65 per cent in scouring, would amount to 31 cents per scoured 
pound, or to 33 cents per pound on such wool shrinking 66 per 
cent, the shrinkage on which the present scoured rate of three 
times 11 cents is based. 

During my recent discourse on this subject the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. W .A.BREN] kindly called my attention to the fact 
that wools of the second class, bearing a <duty of ocly 12 cents 
per pound when washed, constituted but a small pa1·t of our 
total importations of wools. I .find, however, that at the present 
time such wool is arriving at our ports at the rate of about 
2,000,000 pounds per month, and if continued at this rate for a 
year would amount to 24,000,000 pounds, upon which the worsted 
spinners and weavers would save-10 or 12 cents per pound duty, 
or about $2,500,000 per year; a neat little saving, to be divided 
among a few needy New England gentlemen at the expense of 
the domestic woolgrowers, particularly of Virginia. Indiana, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, Wisconsin, Missouri, Iowa, and other 
States where wool of this class is most largely grown, for these 
24,000,000 pounds of imported wool of class 2 would take the 
place of at least twice the amount of the heavy shrinking 
domestic wools, and also operate to depress the prices of our 
own wools. 

It is therefore proposed to readjust the rates upon all wools 
of the first and second class~s in a manner that will make the 
duty as nearly uniform and equal as possible to all users. 
There are three ways this can be accomplished. First, by the 
adoption of an ad valorem rate, which would bear uniformly 
on all grades or values of wools. Second, a compound rate of, 
say, 4 or 5 cents per pound and the rest ad valorem, the specific 
rate tending to steady the protective feature and the ad valorem 
to equalize the duties. Third, an arrangement o.f duties based 
on the various percentages of shrinkage in scouring or upon the 
scoured contents. It is this last method that I have adopted 
in the proposed amendment, using the ·present rate of 11 cents 
per pound as the basis for such wools having a shrinkage of 
65 per cent or more, and increasing the rate for each 10 per 
cent less shrinkage, until the completely scoured stage is 
reached, when the duty will remain as· at present, viz, 33 cents 
per pound. Analysis of this carefully prepared arrangement of 
progressive rates, according to shrinkage, shows that the aver­
age duties on all classes of wool will be as nearly the equiva­
lent of the present" scoured rate' of 33 cents per pound as can 
be arrived at through the adoption of specific rates. 

Cents. 
Shrinking 66 per cent, at 11 cents per pound_ ________________ 33 
Shrinking 6.0 per cent, at 13 cents per pound _______________ :.. __ 32~ 
Shrinking 50 per cent, at 16 cents per pound __________________ 32 
Shrinking 40 per cent, at 20 cents per pound ________________ 33 
S"hrinking 30 per cent, at 23 cents per pound _______________ 32ii 
Shrinking 20 per cent, at 26 cents per pound ________________ 32~ 
Shrinking 10 per cent, at 30 cents per pound __________________ 33 
Shri.~g less than 5 per cent~ at 3-3 cents per pound_ ___________ 33 

Under the present tariff the duties on wools of the first and 
second classes a.re as follows, according to the sln'inkage of the 
wools in. scouring : 
First class, at 11 cents per pound: Cents. 

~~~~ ~g ~~ ~~t=:=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::: ~i 
Shrinking 40 per cent--------------------------------~--- 18 
ShrinkiDg 45 per· cenL------------------------------- 20 
Shrinking 50 per cent-------------------------------- 22 

Second class, at 12 cents per pound: 
Shrinking 15 per cenL----------------------------------- 14 
Shrinking 20 per cenL-------------------"--------- 15 
Shrinking 25 per cen.L------------------------------ 16 

The proposed method of fixing the duties upon wools accord­
ing to their shrinkage is merely for the purpose of more prop­
erly equalizing the duties· and making effective the theory upon 
which the duty on scoured wools have been assessed for so 
long, viz: That imported wools sb.rink 66 per cent in scouring, 
and therefore the duty on scoured wools should be three times 
the duty o:t 11 cents per pound on l:l.Ilwashed wools, or 33 cents 
per scoured pound. As it is clear that all wools do not sbrink 
the same, it is necessary, in order to make tbis .theory effective, 
giving the woolgrowers the " scoured " :wool protection he be-. 

( 
I 
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lierns he is getting, and to properly equalize the rates so that 
all the woolen and worsted manufacturers shall be on the 
same basis as far as their customs duties are concerned, to 
readjust these duties in some such manner as I have proposed. 
I do not claim that the plan I have proposed is perfect. It 
will not operate as uniformly and fairly on all grades and val­
ues of wools as an ad valorem rate; but it is a far better and 
more equal arrangement of duties than the present system 
and will prove fairer to all interests. While it is subject to the 
same criticism as all those provisions in our tariff based upon 
dividinO' lines of -ralues, or "percentages of contents," it is no 
more objectionable than the other similar provisions· to which 
I ha-re alluded, and it does possess the great advantage over the 
present system of greatly eliminating the inequalities and dis­
criminations we now so thoroughly understand exist in the 
application of one specific rate of duty to an article of wide 
range of values. 

There certainly is no other article in our tariff schedules of 
such general and necessary use as wool or which has such a 
wide range of values that is affiicted with but one specific rate 
of duty, regardless of its value or the amount of dirt it con­
tains, and so forth. On all other articles in our tariff that 
enter into general use and where the range of values is as wide 
as upon wool, some method is adopted to properly equalize the 
duties, either by the adoption of ad valorem duties, which is 
the fairest method in such cases, or by the use of compound 
rates, or by fixing the duty upon the actual useful contents that 
may be recovered as in the case of zinc, lead, or antimony ores; 
and surely it is time that our tariff experts should be able to 
devise some scheme or plan to properly readjust and equalize 
the duties in this ancient woolen schedule, which has been prac­
tically unchanged for forty years. It is not a question how 
well adapted this schedule may have been to all concerned 
when it was originally devised in 1867. All conditions in the 
woolen trade and in woolgrowing have greatly changed in the 
past forty years. In 1867 we produced about 81 per cent of the 
wool we consumed and imported but about 19 per cent. In 
1868 we produced about 89 per cent and imported but about 11 
per cent. In 1907, however, see the change that has taken place, 
for we produced but about 60 per cent and imported 40 per cent. 
In 1867, when the compensatory scheme of 4 pounds of wool to 
1 pound of cloth was agreed upon, our woolen cloths were very 
different in character from the present worsted and cotton 
light-weight mixtures. They were then " all wool and ·a yard 
Wide." 

In fact, "worsted" cJoths were unknown at that time. It 
is clear, therefore, that we must so revise this old woolen 
schedule and bring it up to date by equalizing its rates properly 
to fit changed conditions, as we have done with all the other 
-schedules in our tariff many times during the past forty years, 
for otherwise we shall starve the great carded woolen industry 
in its efforts to receive its necessary raw materials at reasonable 
prices. And this carded woolen industry is one that I believe is 
more worthy of protecting than the worsted industry, in whose 
favor the present schedules discriminate, for the carded woolen 
mills largely outnumber the worsted mills; they are scattered 
all over the country, and employ more operatives at better 
wages; their capitalization, however, is somewhat less, and 

- their production less than the worsted interests, as they are in 
no combination. 

Now, Mr. President, the effect of the amendment which I 
ha-re offered is to consolidate these two classes of wool to a 
state of duties not in the crude terms of other generations, but 
in the carefully adjusted scheme of proportionate specifics 
based upon the shrinkage of the wool, so that there will be ~ 
perfect equalization of the burdens of the wool tariff as they 
fall upon all departments of the woolen industry, giving to each 
one his fair share of the burden, and incidentally operating to 
lift up those who have fallen down and to offer to a great 
American industry a consolation which it appears from their 
own statement they were not able to secure within the hos­
pitable doors of our Finance Committee. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDEKT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
l\lr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. PENROSE. The Senator from Iowa has referred two 

or three times to the sheep in Pennsylvania. I observe from 
the bulletin of the National Association of Wool l\Ianufacturers 
that there are 950,000 sheep of shearing age in Pennsylvania 
as of April 1, 1908. 
- Mr. DOLLIVER. What is the shearing age of sheep in 
Pennsylvania? [Laughter.] 

l\Ir. PENROSE. I do not know. I know of my own knowl­
edge that the bulk of these sheep are raised in two counties in 
the western part of the State. I have heard directly from those 

two counties, and they have urged me to support Schedule K: 
ns it stands reported by the Senate Finance Committee. 

l\Ir. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for a 
moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from IQwa 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
1\fr. SCOTT. l\Ir. President, the Senator from Iowa has al­

luded to West Virginia several times. I am very glad that he 
has fond recollections of his early boyhood days that he passed 
in West Virginia and has not forgotten us. I find that we have 
525,000 sheep in West Virginia, and the wool is classed 75 ·pet' 
cent fine. If any set of woo1growers would be affected by this 
particular schedule, it certainly would be ours, and yet our 
people are asking me to do everything I can in order to secure 
the pas.sage of Schedule K at the rates as they are now in 
thehla • 

The flocks in West Virginia, as the Senator from Iowa knows. 
are owned by small fa.rmer , who only have from 4.0 to GO head 
of sheep each. They sell the wool; and probably realize $100 
or $125 for the entire clip of the wool for one year. During the 
year they usually go to the country store at the crossroads or 
close towns and there run what we call a "store bill," for 
groceries and for their children's clothing and shoes, and so 
forth, and they agi·ee to pay for the bills of goods when they 
sell their wool. I am sure the Senator wants to help me pro­
tect those old friends of his in West Virginia who are carry~ 
ing on this industry in a modest way, for there are no large 
herds of sheep in West Virginia like. they have in the Western 
States. 

Mr. A. R. Jacobs, of Clinton, W. Va., probably one of the 
best posted men on sheep and wool industry in our State, gives 
the following cost of growing an average pound of wool of 
what is known as "Ohio," "Pennsylvania," and "West Vir­
ginia ' wools. This statement he made before the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House : 
Pasturing 100 head of sheep H months, at 8 cents per head 

per month-------------------------------------------
Feeding 100 bead of sheep 4~ months, one-half bushel corn 

and oats mixed per day, at 30 cents, for 30 days _______ _ 
Feeding 100 head of sheep 4~ months, 8 tons of hay, at $8 per ton on the farm ____________________________________ _ 
Washing 100 head of sheep _____________________________ _ 
Shearing 100 head of sheep, at 7 cents per bead ________ .: __ _ 
Labor attending to the same sheep ___________________ :_ __ _ 

Total-------------------------------------------
Wool from 100 average sheep shearing 55 pounds, at 30 cents 

per pound----------------------------------------~--

$60.00 

40.50 

64.00 
2.00 
7. 00 

25.00 

198.50 

165.00 
We can keep a flock of about 500 average sheep on one of our best 

350 to 400 acre farms. 
Cost of keeping 100 head, $198.50, or 500 head ___________ _ 

Wool from 100 head, $165 ; from 500 head ________________ _ 
Fertilizer -from sheds and droppings--------'------------­
Sale of increase of stock------,--------------------------

$9!)2. 50 

825. 00 
10.00 

300.00 

Total------------------------------------------ 1,225.00 
Extra feed and care rearing lambs------------------------ 35. 00 

. 1, 190.00 
Cost of keeping 500 head------------------------------- 992. 50 

Profit----------------------------------~-------- 198.50 

From this, l\Ir. President, you can see that the profit in the 
woolgrowing industry is -very meager indeed. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. What class of wool are those people rais-
ing? . 

Mr. SCOTT. Wool that is 75 per cent fine. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. What class? Class 1 or 2? 
Mr. SCOTT. The very best that is grown. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. What class? The worst class is taxed the 

most. The duty on No. 1 is 11 cents and the duty on No. 2 
is 12 cents. 

Mr. SCOTT. We are willing to stand in the 11-cent class, I 
will ~ay to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. FLINT (when his name was called). I again announce 

my pair with the senior Senator from Texas [l\Ir. CULBERSON]. 
Mr. GUGGENHEIM (when his name was called). I again 

announce my pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
PAYNTER]. 

Mr. l\IcLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. BRIGGS (when the name of Mr. SMITH of Maryland was 
called). :I: have a pair with the junior Senator from l\Iaryland 
[Mr. SMITH]. If he were present I should vote "nay." 
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Mr. WARREN {when his name was called). As already an­
nounced, I am regularly paired with the Senator from Missis­
sippi [:Nfr. MONEY], but by the arrangement which has been 
heretofore made he stands paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. BOURNE], which leaves me at liberty to vote. I vote 
"nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CURTIS (after having voted in the negative). I desire 

to ask if the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRAzm&] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then I desire to withdraw my vote, and an­
nounce my pair with that Senator. 

Mr. DEPEW. I wish to announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from .Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], and therefore I with­
hold my vote. 

The result was announced-yeas 21, nays 37, as follows: 

Bacon 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bristow 
Brown 
Burkett 

.Aldrich 
Borah 
Bradley 
Ilrandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Burr<>ws 
Burton 
Carter 
Chamberlain 

Clapp 
Clay 
Cummins 
Davis 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 

Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 
Crawford 
Cullom 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Gallinger 

YEAS-21. 
Gore 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
Martin 
Nelson 

NAYS-37. 
Gamble 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Oliver 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 

NO'.D VOTING-33'. 
Bailey Foster Nixon 
Bourne Frazier Owen 
Briggs Frye Paynter 
Clarke, Ark. Guggenheim Piles 
Culberson Hale Rayner 
Curtis Mccumber Richardson 
Daniel McEnery Shively 
Depew McLaurin Smith, l\fd. 
Flint Money Smith, Mich". 

So Mr. DoLLIVER'B amendment was rejected. 

New lands 
Overman 
Simmons 

Root 
Scott 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 

Smith, S. C. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
~'Ulman 
Wetmore 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para­
graph will be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 

The hour of 5.30 o'clock having arrived, the Senate stands in 
recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled. at 8 o'clock p. m. 

THE TA.RIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con­
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

1\Ir. BULKELEY. I desire to introduce an amendment to 
the pending bill, which I ask may be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be received, printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names : · 
Aldrich Clark, Wyo. Foster Overman 
Bacon Clay Frye Page 
Beveridge Crane Gallinger Penrose 
Borah Crawford Gamble Perkins 
Bradley Culberson Gore Root 
Brandegee Cullom Heyburn Scott 
Briggs Cummins Johnston, Ala. Simmons 
Bristow Curtis Jones Smoot 
Brown Davis Kean Stephenson 
Bulkeley Depew La Follette Stone 
BUl'kett Dick Lodge Sutherland 
Burnham Dillingham Mccumber Warner 
Burrows Dolliver McEnery Warren 
Burton du Pont , McLaurin Wetmore 
Carter Elkins Martin 
Chamberlain Fletcher Nelson 
Clapp Flint Oliver 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-five Senators have re­
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present. The ques­
tion is on paragraph 380. 

Mr. McCU.MBER. Mr. President, at this time I want to place 
in the RECORD some statements which shall give a concise and 

comprehensive view of the whole wool schedule, not only for my 
own ready reference, but for the benefit of tho~e who have 
neither the time nor the inclination · to go through the whole 
complex mass, the labyrinth of arguments presented on this 
schedule. 

I want this statement to show just what protection the wool­
grower is securing upon that which his labor produces, and just 
what added protection the manufacturer is receiving upon his 
output. 

I want it to show, as nearly as can be shown, the cost of pro· 
duction of woolen fabrics abroad and the cost of producing the 
same character of fabrics at home. 

Then I want it to show the ad valorem percentage of duties 
upon imports, and see how nearly ·those duties measure the 
added cost of production in this country. 

I understand, as everyone understands, that in the nature of 
things there can be no specific duty that will operate with exact 
or equal justice upon every article of its class imported. It 
could only so operate when goods of only one value enter into 
the imports. If, therefore, you should take the cheapest piece 
of goods manufactured of a particular class of goods and apply 
the specific duty, it would be excessively high. If you should 
take the highest valued product of the class, it would be ex­
cessively low_ No better demonstration of that fact could be 
given than that which was brought out by the Senator from 
Iowa in presenting the lowest added value of goods by reason 
of rnercerization, and the Senator from Massachusetts, who pre­
sented goods of the highest added value by mercerization. 

The Senator from Iowa presented a concrete case where the 
few added threads of mercerization only added one-eighth of a 
cent per yard to the cost of the goods, while the duty for mer· 
cerized cloth is 1 cent per yard additional. The Senator from 
Massachusetts exhibited an article showing 12 cents added value 
for mercerization. The lowest extreme would show, as stated 
by the Senator from Iowa, a duty eight times higller than the 
added cost by mercerization, while the highest valued goods 
would show a duty only one-twelfth as much as the added cost. 

Neither of these concrete cases represents any average, and 
is therefore an improper guide. Ta.king the goods whose value 
is added to by mercerization we find that of the great bulk the 
1 cent additional duty is fairly compensatory. 

The only duty that could work with exact justice upon all 
articles and which would furnish a basis to which you could 
apply the difference between the cost . of production at home 
and abroad would be an ad valorem duty. Years of experience 
have demonstrated that the ad valorem · duties are subject to 
greater inequalities by undervaluations and other injustices 
than the specific duties, and not only the enlightened judgment 
of this country, acquired through experience, but also that of 
every other country is leading toward the substitution of spe-. 
cific duties wherever possible. 

To give a comprehensive view of the woolen importations 
and corresponding duties we must reduce to an average ad 
valorem in order that we may determine whether or not we are 
applying the proper measurement of duties in changing to the 
specific. 

I shall take as a basis of my calculation the imports of wool 
for the year 1907. A glance at the table of importations will 
show that almost all of the wqol prod.uct imported comes in 
under " Class 1, unwashed," " Class 3, unwashed on the skin," 
and "Class 3, washed and unwashed not on the skin." .All 
other importations of wool are of such a negligible quantity 
that they need not be taken into consideration, as they would 
not influence to any appreciable extent the result of the de­
ductions. 

The following is a table showing Uie importations of wool 
for the year 1907 of the classes and kinds which I have men­
tioned, and I ask that this table be inserted as a part of my 
remarks: 

1907 .. 

Olass 1, unwashed------------­
Class 8, unwashed on skllL---­
Olass 8, washed and unwashed 

not on skllL-----------------

Pound&. Value. Duties col- Ad vnlo-
lected. rem . 

. Per cent. 
90,045,825 $22,249,752 f,9,904,005 44.52 
1,886,804 206,159 55,lOi 26. 73 

48,924,858 4,891,660 1,756,994 35.92 

:{:~~!i ~~u:~-~~~~~~~~~~ -~~:~:~- --27~47:571- =========== ----------
Total duties collected _____ --------- ----------- 11, 717 ,083 
Average ad valorem _____ ------------ ------------- ------------ 42.85 

This per cent represents the average duty paid by the Amer­
ican manufacturer on the great bulk of all the wool imported 
which he manufactures into cloths, there being only a negligible 
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_quantity of washed and scoured wool imported under. the first : 
class of -woo1s and comparatively little ,under the .second class 
of ·w.ools. 

·From estimates of imports and ·duties for the ensuing _year 
re-ported ~Y the Finance Commlttee, page '53, it will be found 
that the ·average ad valorem duty upon ;woolen .goods de-
s-cribed :as- · 

Per cent. 
... Luxuries " ·is placed ·at --------------------------------- 88. 47 
The average ad va1orem duty on all othel' imported woolen · 

goods is------------------------------------ 45. 85 
The a>erage ad valorem .du.ty on all ·kinds ls---------------- 67. 16 
'Average ad ·valorem on the wools imported __________________ 45. 85 
Average a.d ·valorem -on manufactured goods in. ~excess of a-verage 

ad valorem on wools entering into them-:... _______________ '24. 21 

'The :follewing -estimates will -show whether this average duty 
of ·67.16 p.er cent is excessive .or fair1 The ·tables which were 
preEented by me yesterday show that .tbe aV'eJ;age charge for 
-labor in the United States is more than -double the amount p:rid 
in .Great Britain in the woolen-textile trade. Using this -double 
c.ost -of labor :as a basis, and ttSsuming that the l:ibo-r represents 
80 per cent :of the ·cost -of ·an article :and the raw material .20 per 
·cen.t ·of 'its ·.cost, we will have ;this c0mpatison: 
CDst of prudaction in Gi:eat Britain : 

Labor------------------------------------- $0.-80 
Material ------------------------------ .. 20 

To±lll ~-------------------------------------- ·1. 00 
:Add to :tllis 67.16 ifler cent dnty, tthe average under this 1btlL . 67 

Mak~g "the cost 'Of rfue Britis11 'ar:ficle, when. im_ported into __ _ 
ifh'ls icountry ----------------------------- l. •67 

Cost of 1n·odnction :In "United 'States; 
:La:?~-doul>le -cost of ·British_______________________ 1. 60 
Ongmal cost of ·material_____________________________ 20 
Duty .on :material 42 per ·ccent ·of 20 ·cen1S------------- : 08 

·Tota1 cost in the United States_______________________ 1. 88 
:A:s ·against ·British cost, ·wlth duties pa:iil, '$U37. 
This w:euld -show a :duty 'levi.ei.'l under this hfll of about '21 

per cent 1ess than the ·difference be.tween cost .abroad and .u.t 
home, if -those two items alone muile up the .cost. This :would 
na-ve 1:0 be overcome with other ai.lvantages which might Jessen 
the American cost of production. 
• But there ru.·e those wllo deny vigorously that the wage .cost 
in ·the United 'States J.s double the wage co.st in Great Britain 
or Germa.n;y. I believe that ·it Js double. l\ly belief "is sus­
tained by "Ole compar.ath·e table of wages w11ich I received .the 
-otller day from i:he Department· of Commerce and Labor ,and 
inserted ln "the RECORD. But RBsum.ing that 1t Is not .double, 
assuming that _it ·is ·only 75 per .cent ·higher in the Unrted 
States-I 'do not think any 'Senator will say it 'is less than 75 
per cent hlgher in the United States-taking the British cost 
of 80 cents would malre the American cost ·$1.40. Ada. to this 
fue :20 cents . original ·cost of material, plus 8 cents -duty, and 
you would have '$-1.68, which ·it costs i:he American manufac­
turer on ·the ·a v-erage a-s against the "$1.67 that it costs ·the _Brit-

, ish manufacturer to lay down the same :goods in the _port of 
New Yor~, exclusive of very Iiglrt ·ocean freight. 

'.So, meas:ured by that ·standaTd, if there were no other ele­
ments· to be considered than ·that -o:f ·the cost of ·the material 
and the ·cost "Of tbe l:rbor, the averag-e duty :r>rovided ·by this 
bill accurately measures within l eent the di.fferen·ce between 
the cost ,-Of production in Great 'Britain and the cost of -produc­
tion in the :United 'States. Tu other words, we would now have 
the American •Cost -of _production, $1.68, ana the "British cost, -with 
the duty added, $1.B7. 
. This would make the duty levied practically re-present the 
difference "between .the ·eost of :production ·at borne ·and ·abroad 
and p1ace t!he Amen.can and the British merchant on about equal 
terms. Of course the American would 'have the furtber ad­
vantage resulting from c1oser proximity, both to the product 
entering into the manufactured article and to the field of con­
sa:mption, a:na., it may be said, ·a further :advantage m being 
able, with a given number -of employees, to produce a ·greater 
quantity .of manufactured fabrtcs. But, giving 'him "these ad­
vantages, we ·only "f-airly fulfill the Tequ:i:r.ements That the tariff 
'Should Fepresent the difference -between the cost ·of production 
at home and ab.wad, including ·a reasonable retur-n upon invest­
ment in favor of the American producer. 

Is the .duty upon the woo1 itse1f too high .for reasonable pro­
tection to ·the American farmer ·or woo1grower? I went into 
that subject the other day, and I think I showed conclusively 
that it was not too -high; that we imv:e not yet recouped the 
~sses that we incurred .during the time when it was lessened· 
that we ha.d to almost go out of the business of sheep :raising 
in my -State. 

Believing that the £armer's }Jrotectlon is not too 11.igh, we 
a:re then bro.ught face ~o face with :the question, ·Can -we reduce 

the mn.nufacturer'.s .protection without injurin:g the farmer? 
Every farmer in this country who raises sheep understands 
.that .the value .of .his product is alw.ays .determined ·by the 
a.mount of wool raised in thi.s cou:11try ana the .amount imported 
into this country. The less the imports the greater tbe demand 
for .ana the y.alue .of his wool pr-0duct, and the .greater the 
imports the less .the .demand .and v.alue. 

There-fore, if we give the farmer .adequate protection, so that, 
we will .say. there ls imported into this .co1mtry only $135,000.,000 
worth of wool, and if we :t:ike .a.way the differential from the 
manufacturer, so that .instead -of imp.or.ting wool he im_po1·ts 
$200,000,000 of woolen :goods, does not the farmer ~ffer the 
same result as the.ugh we had lowered the .tariff upon hls own 
products .and .allow.eel more wool to come in? 

ln other wor.ds, if we introduce $200,000,000 worth .mor.e of 
woolen ,go.o.ds, we introduce a proportionately cgr.eater a.mount 
of w.ool, which is in 'those goods, .into ·the country .a.nil thereby 
depress the mar-ket for the ..American woolgrower. It ls }ust 
.as bad for the _farmer ·whethfil the -woel comes in i·aw or in 
woolen fabrics; there is just ;SD mueh mor.e woo.1 ln :tbe-eonntry 
to depress the price. · 

llr. Presid-ent, it would ·be just as reasonable f-Or me to ~stand 
her.e aRd insist that w.hile the Senate :sh-0nld .give file farm& .a 
p1·otection of 30 een:ts.a bushel upon :his wlleat, at the same time 
w.e .should take away the Jll'Otection upon the ii.our :ind let the 
fl Olli' come ill Jmd take the ,place -of his wheat.. .I certainzy 
w.ould fail very materially to perform my duty !if .I did not in­
sist .upon· .a duty on I.he fl-our which w.o.llld. be as mucb. greater 
than that upoit fbe wheat .as will mea-sure tb.e diifererrce be­
tween the value .of .thew.heat and tbe value -0f the fl.our. l tcan 
net excuse .myself dn attempting .to re_present the £armer hon­
estl,y .and .fairly if I excite hls hope that J: will keep out the 
Canadian wheat by .reason of the 30-cent,per-bushel :barrier 
:and at the same time allow the -Cana.di.an wbeat ·to :come .J.n 1n. 
the sbape of fl.our. Wbat I have said with reference to wheat 
would .al-so -a_p_ply to the -O.a.Se of flax iif I should cn.t ·0ff .:the .duty 
.t:I_p.on linseed oil, ;the product of the .fiax. 

What I wish to make clear to the ,Senat-e .and to those fru--meES 
who ,ma_y .read .ru:ry portion of fhese .debates is that ·tlte farmer's 
protection depends upon th.e protection to b0t.h the .raw waO'l 
and .to the w.oolen .:textile trade in .the United Sates. N().t GB.ly 
trem cell.Cl'ete reasoning u:pGE. the .subject, -but from :past -expel'.i­
.enees, he can isee that his :p.r.oduct has -gone up -0r .gone down 
3ust in pr.oporti0.n as the iJJI'O~erity of the manufacte.rer ha.s 
gone -up t0r -down. '.TD.en 1taking these averages-;arrd 1 have 
.shown conclusiv.el_y by the records :that the :av.erage protection iB 
only 61 per cent "for the mrunrfacture:r :and that ihe p:a.ys 42.85 .per 
eent added .cost for the wool -that 1s imported ,arrd goe-s into his 
manufactured fabrics, over ;and a;bol-·e wha,t he wcn1ld _pay iii 
wo-ol were free, and that -the difference ,between the American 
cost '.Ulld the British -cost is .such as to rend.er it neeessacy tQ 
have that much of a spread between the tariff ·On the w-ool 
and the tariff ·on ithe cloth mannfactu.red from il-I feel that I 
am 1protecting his interest only wben I vote for ,a .duty~ on an 
aver.age, I say, that will .reP-resent this di:ff<ei'-e!lce -between the 
cost of ·his manufactured article in tile foreign country .and :in 
this country. 

There may be -some instances. l\1r. P.resident, in which -on .a 
particular .article the dufy ln favor of the manufacturer may 
considerably more tban measure this difference, and upon 
another :particular article 1t ,may be cons1d.era.bly less than what 
will .measur.e the difference .in the cost. 
It may be also true that '.the cost of production .o.f one ~rticle 

in :Great Britain may be .almost as much .as in the United States 
while in the production of another a:rticle it may be a1mo.st 
three times as much in th-e United Slates. But taking them 
all upon the principle of averages, :and that is all we can -do 
when we fix .a bill upon specific duties, the .average :protection 
is .not -.more .than ls necessary to measure the difference between 
the cost a.t .home and abroad, and it is as necessary for the 
North Dakota .producer of wool as it is for the producer of the 
fabric made -0lit of that wool. 

?\Ir. President, there is just one other thou.gut in connection 
with this matter that I wish to _present. There is no reason in 
the world why we should not produce in the Uni.tea States all 
the wool that "is necessary to manufacture ln the United States 
the same as we produce a.11 the whea.t in the United States that 
is necessary to manufaeture into the flour in the United States. 
Wl1y do we not do it? We do not do it simply because the 
woolen industry n-as :n-0t paid. w :hemwer we can so 'Protect the 
woolen industry, both the ·farmer and the manufacturer in the 
Ullited States, that the woolen industry on the farm ·wm P3,;Y 
more for the tl.abor that is employ-ed ill it than tbe wheat -pro­
duced by the same fabor, tne farmers will ·go into -raising more 
sh-eep 'aIId iJ.ess wheat, and the Tesult will tr.e that we will ·be 
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able to furnish ·au the wool that is necessary for use in this 
country. 

l\fr. President, we have had commissions appointed in the 
United States to look after the interests of the farmer and to 
devise ways and means of making the rural life so agreeable 
that the young rrien will not leave the farms and come to the 
city. Those are beautiful ideas, but they will never amount to 
anything. There is just one thing that will make farm life 
more attractive than any other, and that is to make it pay 
b·etter. The question of dollars and cents is always the de­
termining question which sends the boy to the farm or sends 
him into the city. The young man who gets up at 4 o'clock in 
the morning and starts to milk cows to bring milk into this 
city from his farm 5 miles distant, through mud and slush and 
in all kinds of weather, and gets back home again and com­
pletes his chores at 10 o'clock at night, and finds that he has 
just made a living, while an average clerk, working from 9 
o'clock in the morning until half past 4 in the afternoon, is 
receiving from $1,200 to $1,400 per annum, naturally feels that 
he would prefer to come to the city. 

Now, I want to make all of . our farming industries so valu­
able, -by needed protection and other assistance, that the farming 
interests will be as profitable tor the same number of hours 
of labor per day as any other industry in the United States. 
When the young man on the farm, coming to town, finds 

- that the merchant closes his store at 6 o'clock in the afternoon 
in these beautiful summer days and then takes his family in 
his automobile and gives them a ride thr~mgh the country and 
brings them back to a beautiful home, he is naturally attracted 
into mercantile business. The only way to keep him at home 
is to demonstrate to -him that· the laws of this country will 
so assist his business that he will make as much upon the farm 
as in the city, that he can cease all his labors at 6 o'clock, 
and that his business will be just as profitable as that of the 
merchant in the city. 

No other scheme on earth is going to keep him on the farm. 
Neither circulating libraries nor singing birds; nothing but 
prosperity will make farm life attractive. 

I feel that I am assisting a little in that line in protecting 
his wool against the competition of wool raised by 5 cents per 
day labor in India, or 15 cents per day labor in South America, 
and protecting that wool whether it comes in competition with 
the wool fleece produced by that cheap labor, or the cheap wool 
fabrics produced by the cheaper labor. So far as I can secure 
it I want the benefit of the .American for the product of the 
American farmer and ·the American woolgrower. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I desire to say that I have been 
very much enlightened by the luminous discussion of the wool 
and woolen schedule during this afternoon. 

r think we would have had a perfect flood of light upon this 
schedule if it were not for the conflicting statements and the 
contradictory theories advanced by the disinterested Senators 
on the other side. Those Sena tors have been engaged so long 
and so con tantly in pulling the wool over the eyes of the people 
that I believe they have really gotten to woolgathering them­
selves. 

The senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WA.BREN] stated this 
afternoon that the production of sheep and the production of 
wool in the United States have always responded to favorable 
tariff legislation. .A resolution from the manufacturers of 
Philadelphia, presented by the senior Senator from Pennsyl­
vania [Mr. PENROSE] this afternoon, stated that, owing to the 
protection vouchsafed to the growers of wool and the manufac­
turers, we have come to produce three-fourths of all the wool 
in the United States which is required for domestic production, 
and that the golden prosperity insured by protective tariff 
had brought about these beneficent results: 

Mr. President, the only trouble I experience is that I have 
never been able to believe two statements that were absolutely 
contradictory. I have never been able to accept theories that 
were diametrically antagonistic to each other. But that occa­
sions no trouble to a stand-pat protectionist. The fact that 
statements and arguments are contradictory to each other 
causes no perplexity to his luminous intellect. 

The production of wool and of sheep in the United States 
either does respond to our tariff legislation, as alleged by the 
Senator from Wyoming this afternoon, or it does not. One or 
the other is certainly true. 

·I wish to present several questions to the Senator from Wyo­
ming [Mr. WARREN], the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], 
and the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT], questions which must 
be answered before we can accept their theory that the produc­
tion of sheep and wool responds to favorable tariff legislation. 

The senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON] this afternoon 
propounded a very pertinent question to the Senators from 

Wyoming and Montana. He asked why it was that we had in 
this country in 1903, 63,000,000 head of sheep, and two years 
later, in 1905, we had only 45,000,000 head of sheep. The _Sena­
tor asked why it was that under a high-protective tariff the 
number of sheep in the United States diminished 18,000,000 in 
two years. The Senator from Georgia was entitled to a candid 
answer to his inquiry, and he recei\ed two answers. The Sen­
ator from Wyoming stated with great. cGrnplacency that the 
returns for 1903 were "mere estimates"-" mere opinions "-a 
sort of uninspired guess. That is not the first time that sta­
tistics quoted from an official document have been whistled 
down the wind by a mere suggestion that they were the fancies 
of an enthusiast. 

But, sir, that answer hardly convinced my judgment, and the 
senior Senator from Montana came to the rescue of his col­
league. The Senator from Montana is the CEdipus of the Re­
publican party, the only one who can solve the riddle of the 
sphinx, the only man who can reconcile irreconcilable state­
ments, the only man who can extract the mote of truth from 
the mountain of error. This new Richmond came to the rescue, 
and what was his answer to that question? He said the rea­
son why we had 18,000,000 more sheep in 1903 than we had in 
1905 was because the European wool market was demoralized 
in 1902, in consequence of the Boer war of 1899. , 

Now, .Mr. President, that is getting down to business. That 
is what a lawyer would call "the proximate cause." That 
answer struck me as having a great deal of force. It was ex­
tremely persuasive, to my judgri:ient. The· Senator was inter­
rupted in the course of his lucid observations, and I was left 
to infer that the reason that the number of sheep decreased in 
the United States was this: The sheep in South .Africa belonged 
to the International Peace Society; when the black clouds of 
war were lowering in that region they migrated to the United 
States; and later on, when that "cruel war was o'er," when 
the white-winged angel of peace and the black-winged angel 
of death hovered over the prostrate form of those stricken Re­
publics, those sheep slowly and sorrowfully wended their way 
back to the green fields and the pleasant pastures; they trekked 
their way back to the verdant veldts of the once glorious 
Transvaal. 

There was some confusion in the Senate, and I could not 
quite understand his reference to the demora1ization of the 
wool market in Europe in 1902. The Senator assured us that 
'vool was cheaper in Europe that year than it had ever been 
during the history of the trade, and the senior Senator from 
Utah set the seal of Solomon on the whole fairy tale by saying 
that wool was placed in bond in the custom-house in New 
York, I believe, for 10~ cents. 

So, amid the confusion, I was driven to the conclusion that 
wool was so cheap in Europe and throughout the world that it 
stimulated the production of sheep in the United States. That 
was the reasoning of the Senator from Montana, and that was 
his conclusion. 

That is not the only phenomenon connected with this re­
sponse of wool and sheep and favorable tariff legislation in the 
United States. Here is another question I want those Senators 
to answer for the benefit of those who are unenlightened, like 
myself, and for the benefit of the Philadelphia woolen nmnu­
facturers. Those gent1emen, no doubt, have founded their con­
clusions upon supposed facts. They believe that the tariff 
rea1ly helps the growers of sheep, as well as the manufacturers 
of wool, and if they were convinced that it did not, they would 
change their theory and their views upon the tariff question. 
They are governed by what they believe is a scientific investi­
gation of facts, and are not 'warped by their own sordid inter­
ests in the proposition. 

I want the Senator from Wyoming when he next elaborates 
upon the response of sheep and wool to tariff legislation to tell 
the Senate why it was that in 1885 there were 50,000,000 head 
of .sheep in the United States, and in 1800 there were only 
44,000,000 head of sheep in the United States. The tariff had 
not varied one centime during that five years, and yet sheep 
had decreased 6,000,000 head in five years, more than 1,000,000' 
head per year. Was that in response to favorable tariff legis­
lation? 

Not only that, but from 1890 to 1895, during the terrible panic, 
sheep decreas~d from 44,000,000 to 42,000,000 head, a decrease 
of 2,000,000 during those five yea,rs, whereas there had been a 
decrease of 6,000,000 head during the previous five years. 

Now, there had been unfavorable tariff legislation during the 
meantime, and yet sheep had not decreased in number one-half 
so much under the unfavorable legis1ation during that five years 
as they had ;decreased during the preceding five years under 
favorable legislation. I want the Senato:c from Wyoming to 
tell the Senate why that was when he again states with so 
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much eloquence and confidence that wool tmd sheep "respond 
to favorable tariff legislation." 

I know just about what the Senator from Wyoming will say, 
I have heard him dilate so much upon the panic of 1893. He 
will say that during the years from 1885 to 1890 those sheer>-­

Dipped into the future far as sheepish eyes could see, 
Saw a vision ot tbe world and all the panics that shoulCl be. 

Those sheep caught glimpses of the shadow, of the coming 
panic, and they instantaneously committed suicide. [Laughter.] 

That is why the sheep decreased 6,000,000 from 1885 to 1890 
under favorable legislation. 

Well, you ask why the process <lid not go on with an increas­
ing ratio. Eighteen hundred and ninety-three arrived, the panic 
actually burst upon the country, and the sheep of the country 
increased 3,000,000 head that ye.ar over the number we had the 
preceding year, the panic to the contrary notwithstanding. The 
sheep seemed to thrive on the panic and increased 3,000,000 head. 

Now, why was that? Why, Mr. President, those sheep saw 
that the panic was already here. They consulted the stars. 
They cast a horoscope. They penetrated the future ngain, and 
they discovered that the Wilson-Gorman tariff law would not 
·be enacted for fifteen months, and they stopped the process of 
sel:(-destruction. · You see, the sheep in this coun~y have been 
close students of tariff schedules, and when the panic came in 
.the spring of 1893" they knew that -it was not due to the un­
favorable tariff legislation in the Wilson bill, ari.d which was 
not to supervene for fifteen months yet to come. You see, those 
shoop knew that the panic of 1893 was not due to the tariff act 
of 1894, but they deserve no credit for that conclusion. Any 
" mutton head" ought to know that, ~Ir. President. if I may 
be pardoned for that elegant phrase. [Laughter.] Anyone 
.who knows that the cause must precede tbe effect lmows 
that the panic of 1893 was not attributable to the tariff act of 
1894. 

But, Mr. President, there were more sheep in the United 
States in 1895,· during the very heart of the panic., than there 

· :were in 1900, after the Dingley law had b:een enacted for three 
years, and during the very time that the Republican p.arty 
·declared in national platform that they had restored a pros­
perity more general and abounding than was ever known. 
Yet the sheep of 1900 did not equal by 1.000,000 the sheep of 
1895. 

Mr. President, I propose to be entirely fair, because I want 
those Senators to look the facts in the face. The number of 
sheep in this country did decrease from 1894 to 1897. There 
was a decrease of 8,000,0.00 head of sheep in the United States.­
During those four years ·there was a decrease equivalent to tbe 
decrease from 1885 to 1890; but, Mr. President, let me remind 
the Senato-rs again that from 1903 to 1905 there was a de­
crease of 18,000,000 head of sheep in this country, .according to 
the official report, and from 1893 to 1894, only -0ne year, there 
was a decrease of 12,000,000 head of sheep. · 

Now, sir, during the entire Ol)Bration of the Wilson tariff law, 
which placed wool on the free list, the number of sheep in the 
United States decreased 8,000,000 head, and yet during two 
years under the present Dingley law they decreased 18,000,000 
head-more than twice as many-and during the one year from 
1903 to 1904 they decreased 12,000,000 head, not quite twice _as 
much as during the entire operation of the Wilson tariff law, 
_which placed wool absolutely upon the free list 

But, Mr. President, that is not the only question 'that I want 
those Senators to answer who say that sheep and wool respond 
to "favorable tariff legislation." I want the Senator from 
l\fontana or the Senator from Wyoming to answer this -0ne other 
question. I will not call upon the senior Senator from Utah to 
answer it. Of course he could answer it. That good-natured 
Senator has already demonstrated that he knows less about 
more things than any other .Member of this body. [Laughter.] 
, Now, 1\Ir. President, when the eloquent Senator from Wy­

oming comes to explain how prosperity, how sheep and wool 
trailed along in the wake of favorable tariff legislation, I want 
him to go up against this question: In 1895, in the V'ery heart 
and storm of the panic, we produced in this country 309,000,000 
p9unds of wool, more wool than was ever produced in one single 
year in the United States during our entire history up to that 
tinle. That was a larger production of wool than we have eve:r 
seen in the United States from the beginning of our Govern­
ment until the present hour, except in 1902 .and the estimates 
for 1908. 

Now, let the Senator explain why, if the production of wool 
responds to tariff legislation, we produced more wool in 1895 
than we ever did produce under high tariff prior to that time, 
or than . we have . ever produced under a high tariff since that 
time, except, as I have said, in 1902 and the-estimates for 1908. 

Not only did the number of sheep decrease 6,000,000 from 
1885 to 1890 when the tariff was unchanged, but the produc­
tion of wool decreased during the same fi\e years 32,000,000 
pounds; and during the next five years, the panic and un­
fa rnrable tariff legislation to the contrary notwithstanding, the 
production of wool in the United States increased 33,000,000 
pounds. I have just a curiosity ' to know if wool responds 
to the tariff, why, under a free-wool tariff, production in-
creased? · . 

I lmow that facts do not weigh in the balance against these 
theories and perhaps it is an idle curiosity, but I want an 
answer. 

l\Ir. WARREN. I have just come into the Chamber and I 
do not know whether I heard the Senator's figures correctly. 
rn what year does he claim the high production occurred? 

Mr. GORE. In 1895. 
Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator 'know why it was higher in 

1895? 
Mr. GORE. Yes, sir; the panic was preyalent that year and 

the sheep were sorrowful; they had long faces and naturally 
grew more wool under those circumstance . [Laughter.] 

Mr. W ARRE...~. Whenever--· -
Mr; GO)lE. I suppose, Mr. President, that those :figures were 

merely the estimate of an .enthusiast, as the Senator said about 
the 63,000,000 sheep in 1903. · 

Mr .. WARREN. I do not hear the Senator. · Will he m8.ke 
that statement again, please? 

Mr. GORE. Oh ! The Senator said this afternoon that the 
high-water mark in the number -0f sheep in 1903, the statement 
that we had 63,000,000 of sheep, was a mere statement or esti­
mate of an enthusiast. I say, probably that was the reason why 
we pr()duced more wool in 1895. ' 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator does not wish, I know, to quote 
me incorrectly. I did not say that. · 

Mr. GORE. I so understood the Senator. Of course, I may 
have misunderstood him. I am perfectly willing to leave it to 
the OoNGBESSIONAL RECORD. · 

Mr. iWA.RREN. Well, if the Senator will leave it there. 
Mr. GORE. I am sorry the Senator was not in, because I 

had propounded several inquiries. There a.re, of course, good 
reasons why the production of wool was more in 1895. 

Mr. WARREN. Would the Senator Uke to have me answer 
that now? 

Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ~ A.RREN. In that year there was the regular clip of 

the sheep, and added to that were the pelts and the wool of 
the sheep that were slaughtered · by those who could no longer 
afford to hold them at the price that wool was bringing. It 
always follows; a slaughter of the animals of course in­
creases the skins; and in the case of sheep it increases ·the 
wool for a time, as in this way there are practically two clips 
in one year from those ·slaughtered. 

1\1r. OORE. Mr. President, that could not be. 
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator will notice, or if he has the 

figmes in his mind, and I dare say he has. he starts with 1895. 
Three hundred and nine million and some pounds was the pro­
duction of wool. In 1896 we had but 272,000,000 pounds. As I 
said, the year before the law went into effect which disastrously 
affected sheep, in 1894, the clip increased by the addition ot 
felts and pulled wool, as I have stated. The clip following that 
show.s the fact that in 1896 we were down to 272,000,000 pounds; 
and m 1897 down to 259,000,000 pounds of wool. 

Mr. GORE. l\Ir. President, that is merely another one of those 
fairy tales with which the disintel.·e.sted Senators on the other 
side meet these -arguments. I have but one objection to the 
Senator's answ~r and to the Senator's theory, and that is, that it 
is not true; and that is a tolerably serious objection to any, 
argument except to a "standpatter." 

Now, I will convince the Senator that he is wrong. 
l\Ir. WARREN. Does the Senator mean that I haye quoted 

wrong figures? 
Mr. GORE. I mean your theory that it was dead sheep. 

{Laughter.] 
Mr. W A.RREN. I will say to the Senator that I quoted the. 

figures of the United States census. I presume the Senator 
may know more than the United States officials do about those. 
things. · 

Mr. GORE. No, sir; I am not at all pretentious, but I know'. 
more than to yield any credence to that fanciful tbeory ad­
vanced by the Senator fro:qi Wyoming, and I will convince 
every Senator here that it is not true and that it is not founded· 
on ·facts. I allude not, of course, to the Senator's veracity ... 
but to bis theory. I believe that he imagines that that is true.' 
Now, let ·us see; In ·1890 we had 44,000,000 head of sheep. The' 
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.wool amounted to 276,000,000 pounds. In 1895 we had 42,000,000 measure, and that is attributable to identically the same causes, 
head of sheep, and we cut 309,000,000 pounds of wool, and the to identically the same influences and conditions. 
year before that we only had 44,000,000 head of sheep. So the .Mr. LA FOLLETTE. l\Ir. President, when I concluded what 
Senator gets 33,000,000 pounds of wool from 2,000,000 dead I had to say last night, I had arrived at a point in my urgu­
sheep. The dead ones must be far more prolific than the live ment where I wished to submit some amendments to Schedule 
ones. [Laughter.] l\Ir. President, the death rate amounted K, but the lateness of the hour caused me to defer submitting 
to only 2,000,000 between the two years. them at that time. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] 

If the Senator did not say that the sheep -amounted to had already submitted amendments, which were pending, and 
63,000,000 in 1903 and sunk down in 1905 to 45,000,000, if he had others which he desired to offer to complete the plan of 
did not say that the former :figures were the estimate of an en- changing Schedule K, hence I have deferred offering the amend­
thusiast, I again propound to him the question to explain, if ments which I wished to submit to the Senate until the pre. ent 
favorable tariff legislation influenced wool and sheep produc- time. 
tion, why it was that under the present high .tariff the number While seeking to accomplish generally the same purposes 
diminished in the United States from 1903 to 1905 the enormous that the Senator from Iowa had in mind, my plan is somewhat 
n,umber of 18,000,000, and from 1903 to 1904, in one year, they different. I submit amendments, which begin with ad valorem 
decreased 12,000,000 head? I do not think I am in error as to duties on raw wool. I believe that to be, under all the circum­
tho~e :figures. When he or some one else has the leisure I should stances, the best plan of amendment which can be made to this 
li.ke to know why it was that the number of sheep decreased schedule; and, according to that plan, I h:ive worked out 24 
12,000,000 head in one year, and that without any variation in amendments which I wish to .submit to the Senate. 
the tariff? Of course, if the tariff had been changed, we could I have said to the Senator from Rhode Island that I should 
easily account for the din1'inution of wool and sheep according like to submit these amendments en bloc, .and with the indul­
to his theory. It has occurred to me that . possibly the reason gence of the Senate, asking for a vote upon all of the amend­
that sheep declined from 1903 to 1904 12,000,000 head. was that ments at one time, because they are an a part of one scheme or 
the sheep were apprehensive of Judge Parker's election and plan of modification of Schedule K. _ . 
thought that the "strenuous one" would go to his Waterloo, - So I send to the Secretary's desk and ask to have the several 
and were simply hedging on that account. [Laughter.] amendmen.ts read for the information of the Senate, after 
· Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, as I stated, I do not wish to which I will briefly explain their purpose and effect. - · , 
interrupt the Senator's :flow of oratory, but I know he does not The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
want to misquote me. What I said to-day was that, counting amendments. · 
the sheep had proceeded along for a time, counting not only The Secretary read as follows : 
all the sheep, but the lambs less than a year old. From the 
d'ate which the Senator mentioned the mode of counting was on ~~~d1E:.r'i!fi1~api!s::>t6 t~~ !~r~~g~~t the word " three ,, in line 23, 
changed so as to count only the adult sheep, and that makes Amend paragraph 357 by striking out the same and inserting in 

ff th S t ld h d . d 'f h lieu thereof the following: the di erence, as e ena or wou ave IScovere 1 e 357. Class one, all wools not hereinafter included in class 2. 
bad also followed out the amount of the wool clip for those Strike out paragraph 358. 
years. Amend paragraph 359 by striking out the word " three" in. line 

d th S t H th 14, on page 125, and insert in lieu thereof the word "two." l\Ir. GORE. Let me understan e ena or. e says ey Amend paragraph 361 by inserting after the word "duty " in line 
counted all the sheep up to this time. 9, on page 126, the words "as class one" and by striking out all o! Mr. WA.UREN. I do not say that they counted them all the the balance of line 9 and all of line 10. 
t ime. I say that the count to which the Senator refers was a Amend paragraph 362 · by striking out the same and inserting in 

lieu thereof the following : 
count obtained from sources which gave the lambs with the cenPtaraadgrvaaplhorem362 .. The duty on wools of "the first class shall be 45 per 
sheep; but that a change was made, so that the lambs were not 

f th h t ·1 1 t · th S Strike out all of paragraph 363. carried to the count o e s eep un 1 a er m e season. 0 Amend paragraph 364 by striking out all of line 9, on page 127, after 
it makes the difference of just what the lamb crop was at that the word "be," and inserting in lieu thereof the following: · "Thirty-
particular time. five per cent ad valorem ; " also by striking out all of lines 10 to 20, 

Y nl t d th h t 1904 inclusive, on said page 127. · . Mr. GORE. ou o Y coun e e grown s eep up 0 . or Strike out all of paragraphs 365 and 366. 
1905? Will the Senator state why that change was made? Strike out all of paragraph 367. 
· Mr. WARREN. The Senator can see from the wool clip Amend the committee amendment to paragraph . 368 by striking out 
that you could hardly have an.increase of that many sheep, and the words "30 cents per pound" in line 10, on p,age 129, and insert in 

lieu thereof the words " 45 per cent ad valorem. ' 
shear them, and still show a shortage; or, rather, you could not Amend paragraph 369 by striking out the words "25 cents per 
have quite so large a shortage as that and have it show directly pound" in line 11, on page 129, and the words "20 cents per pound" 
the opposite in the wool product of that year. in line 14, and inserting after the word section, in line 14, the words 

"45 per cent ad valorem." . 
Mr. GORE. I notice the Tariation of the clip was also very Amend paragraph 370 by striking out all of line 15, on page 129, 

striking from 1902 to 1904 and 1905. I supposed they sheared after the word "flocks" and all of line 16, and insert in lieu thereof 
th 1 b · 1902 th fl th t th 1 t · the words "45 per cent ad valorem." e am s lil , as e eece a year was e arges m Amend paragraph 371 to read as follows : 371. Tops, 50 per cent 
our history. It has never been equaled since; it had never been ad valorem. • · 
equaled before. That seems to sustain the idea tl;lat there was Amend paragraph 373 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
a pretty goodly number of sheep. We would offhand conclude word "pound" on line 26, on page 129, and inserting in lieu thereof 

the words "55 per cent." 
that, if there was more wool, there were more sheep; but, of Amend paragraph 374 by stri:.ring out the words "or in part of 
course, I do not undertake to combat all these theories trumped wool " in line 9, on page 130, and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
up to explain these :figures. I am not swearing by any :figures. "of wool, or Qf which wool is the component material of chief value." 

Also amend the paragraph by striking out all of the paragraph after 
I merely had the curiosity to know why it was. · This baby the word "section," and inserting in lieu thereof the words "65 per 
sheep business, of course, will prove satisfactory to everybody; cent ad valorem." -
but the variations before that in the number of sheep is quite Strike out all of paragraphs 375,' 376, 377, 378, and 379. · 

Amend paragraph 380 by striking out all of the paragraph after the as hard to explain and will call for some other theory than word " description " in line 11, on page : 133, and inserting in· lieu 
this. thereof the words " 60 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. President, I do not know whether or not it ever occurred Amend paragraph 381 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
to these Senator's to exami·ne the quotations of cotton. Cottou word " description " in line 15, on page 133, and inserting in lieu 

thereof the words "60 per cent ad valorem." . 
is unorotected. I have seen cotton sell for less than 4 cents a . Amend paragraph 382 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
Pound. I have seen cotton vary in prosperous times from u word "description," in line 18, on page 133, and inserting in lieu 

thereof the words "60 per cent ad valorem." 
cents to more than 12 cents a pound. Did it ever occur to Amend paragraph 3 3 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
Senators that the same economiG conditions, that the same trade word "description," in line 23, on page 133, and inserting in lieu 
conditions which influence cotton, might possibly influence wool thereof the words "60 per cent ad valorem." 

· 1 I f l d d d 1. .Amend paragrap,h 384 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
also? Is the great um versa aw o supp Y an eman imited word "otherwise,' in line 1, on page 134, and inserting in lieu thereof 
to cotton alone, and is wool exempted from its operations? Do the words " 60 per cent ad valorem." 
the laws of trade and commerce take cognizance of vegetable Amend paragraph 385 by striking out all of the paragraph aftel· the 
fiber and have no J·uri·sdicti·on over animal fiber? The same word "carpets," in line 4, on .page 134, and inserting in lieu thereof 

the words " 60 per cent ad valorem." · 
conditions which explain the variations of the cotton market Amend paragraph 386 by striking out all of the paragraph after the 
will explain the variations in the wool market. And cotton is word "carpets," in line 6, on page 134, and insertirig in lieu thereof 

the words "60 per cent ad valorem." · 
unprotected. The cotton farmer does not lean upon the strong Amend paragraph 387 by striking out all of· the para11;raph after the 
arm of the Government; he does not thrust his hand into the word "rugs," in line 11, on page 134, and inserting in lieu thereof the 
pocket of any other citizen in this country in order to compeu- words "60 per cent ad valorem." 
sate himself for his product., yet his fabric varies in the market, Amend paragraph 388 by striki.::g out all of the paragraph after the 

word "otherwise," in lines 15 and 16, on page 134, and inserting in 
and wool and woolen fabrics vary in the market in almost equal lieu thereof the words " 60 per cent ad valorem." 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The object of changing from specific to 

ad valorem duties in this schedule is not, so far as the raw 
wool is concerned, to lo\ver the existing rates, but to impose a 
protective ad valorem duty upon the wools imported . . The 
average rate of the present law reduced to an ad valorem basis 
is now a fraction less than 45 per cent. 1.'he actual result is 
that high-class wools coming into competition with wools in 
this c01~ntry pay less than 45 per cent, while a lower grade of 
wools of classes 1 and 2 pay a much higher duty than 45 per 
ceont. For instance, one shipment of wool having a shrinkage 
of 20 per cent and another shipment having a shrinkage of 80 
per cent would pay the same amount of duty, while really the 
first shipment will contain four times as much wool as the 
second. By substituting an ad valorem· duty duties will be 
paid upon the actual value of the wool regardless of the 
shrinkage or waste or dirt that may be in the same, and at the 
same time will better protect the woolgrowers of this country. 

The theory of these amendments, carried through alJ. of them, 
is that in all cases a compensating duty of 45 per cent ad 
valorem shall be imposed, whether the -wool be imported raw 
or advanced in manufacture, and when -wool is advanced in 
manufacture an additional ad valorem is imposed to cover the 
difference in the cost of production at home and abroad in the 
manufactured sta.te. 

The purpose of the amendment to paragraph 356 . is to divide 
the raw wool into two classes instead of three. Classes 1 and 2 
under the Dingley law, as sb,own by Estimated Revenues, have 
practically the same value; and if the duty is to be placed on 
an ad valorem basis, there is no occasion for having more than 
one class to cover any of the wool described in classes 1 and 2 
of the existing law. 

The amendment to paragraph 357 puts into class 1 all wools 
now described in paragraphs 357 and 358 of the bill, and the 
class is described as being " all wools not hereinafter included. 
in class 2." 

Paragraph 358 is stricken out because the classification therein 
provided is thrown into class 1 anq covered by the amendment 
to paragraph 357. 

Paragraph 359 is proposed to be amended by striking out the 
word " three " and inserting the word " two," the only change 
being made in numbering the class, but leaving the description 
as it is in the bill. 

Paragraph 360 is not changed in any way. 
The amendment to paragraph 361 merely provides that the 

wool therein described shall be . classified as Class 1, this for 
the reason that as before stated, classes 1 and 2 in the present 
bill are both thrown into Class 1. · 

The amendment to paragraph 362 strikes out all of the para­
graph and inserts in lieu thereof a provision for a 45 per cent 
ad valorem duty upon all wool in Class 1. This 45 per cent as 
stated before is a little higher than the present duty paid upon 
woolens in classes 1 and 2 when reduced to equivalent ad yalo­
rems. Its purpose is not to reduce the duties upon wo9lens in 
this class, but to equalize them, maintaining them as a whole 
at as high a protective point as is provided in the recent law. 

Paragraph 363 is stricken out because if an ad valorem basis 
is provided the 45 per cent duty will automatically adjust itself 
to washed and unwashed wools; that is to say, unwashed wool 
being less valuable than washed wool, when the 45 per cent duty 
is applied to it will pay a less rate of quty than the 45 per cent 
rate applied to wa bed wools. 

The amendment to paragraph 364 imposes a duty for wools 
upon class 2 (under the present law class 3). The ad valorem 
duty proposed is 35 per cent, which is the average of the present 
specific rates reduced to equivalent ad valorems now iinposed 
upon wools in this cla s. 

Paragraph 365 is stricken out because fully covered by ~he 
proposed amendment to paragraph 362. 

Paragraphs 366 and 367 are stricken out for the same reason. 
The amendment to paragraph 368 changes the rate upon top 

waste and the other wastes therein designated from 30 cents 
per pound to 45 per cent ad valorem. It is thought that these 
wastes, being a by-product of manufacture, should not pay a 
higher duty than the raw wool. 

The amendment to paragraph 369 and the duty therein im­
posed is for the same reasons as have been stated with refer­
ence to paragraph 368. 

The amendment to paragraph 310 strikes out the specific duty 
of 10 cents per pound and inserts an ad valorem duty of 45 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The statement made with reference to the amendment to 
paragraphs 368 and 369 apply to this amendment. 

The amendment to paragraph 371 imposes an ad valorem 
duty. upon tops of 50 per cent, 45 per cent for the wool and 5 

per cent protective duty to cover difference in labor .cost at home 
and abroad. 

Paragraph 372 is not changed. 
The amendment to paragraph 373 changes the duty upon 

yarns from specific duties to an ad valorem rate of 55 per cent. 
This rate is arrived at by allowing 45 per cent ·as a compen­
satory duty for the wool and 10 per cent ad valorem for the 
difference in the cost of manufacture between this country and 
abroad. In arriving at this 10 per cent for difference in cost 
of production it has been assumed that wages in this country 
are 100 per cent higher than abroad, and the 10-per cent ad 

·valorem allowed upon the full value of the yarn gives a pro­
tective duty of 100 per cent upon the labor cost. 

The amendment to paragraph 374 is in line 9, by striking 
out the words " or in part of wool " and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words "of wool or of which wool is the component material 
of chief value.'" This amendment is for the purpose of bringing 
withi.R the provisions of Schedule K manufactures containing 
wool only if such manufacturers have as their component ma­
terial wool of chief value. 

The next amendment to this paragraph strikes out the spe­
cific duties and imposes a duty of 65 per cent ad valorem upon 
the manufactures of wool. Here, too, this 65 per cent is made 
up of a compensatory duty of 45 per cent upon the material, 
which I have shown is 65 per cent of the total value ·of the 
product; and 45 per cent upon the material is therefore equal 
to an ad valorem. rate of 30 per cent upon the total value of the 
product. In addition, I have allowed 30 per cent of the total 
value as a protective duty to cover the difference in the cost of 
manufacture in this country and abroad, and, as I have already 
shown to the Senate, this 30 per cent protective duty goes upon 
the assumption that the wages in this country are 100 per cent 
higher than abroad, and the 30 per cent more than covers this 
difference in cost. 

Paragraphs 375, 376, 377, 378, and 379 are stricken out, for 
the reason that the 65 per cent ad valorem duty provided in 
paragraph 374 will cover all of the products mentioned in these 
various sections and provide for all of them a compensatory 
duty of 45 per cent for the wool and 100 per cent upon the 
wage cost. • 

The amendments to paragraphs 380 to 388, inclusive, relate 
to carpets of various kinds and substitute for the specific duties 
proposed in the bill an ad valorem duty of 60 per cent. 

Here, too, a compensatory duty of 45 per cent is provided 
for the wool and 100 per cent for the difference in the cost of 
production. To again explain how this is arrived at, it is as­
sumed that 65 per cent of the value of these carpets is for .the 
material, and 45 per cent ad Yalorem duty upon this 65 per 
cent giYes 30 per cent. Therefore, a duty of 30 per cent upon 
the total value of the product is equal to a duty of 45 per cent 
upon the value of the material. The additional 30 per cent is 
to cover the difference in the cost of manufacture here and 
abroad, and this 30 per cent upon the total value gives a pro­
tectiye duty of 100 per cent upon the wage cost. 

The effect of these amendments, if adopted, will be to impose 
ad valorem duties as follows: 

Per cent. 
Upon wool of class L-------------------~------------------- 45 
Upon wool of class 2---------------------------------------- 35 

gg~~ i~P.~===================================~============== gg Upon carpets----------------------------------------------- 60 
Upon all other manufactures of wool or having wool as component 

part of chief value_________________________________________ 65 

Mr. · ALDRICH. Mr. President, I ask that the votes by which 
these various paragraphs were agreed to be reconsidered for 
the purpose of allowing these amendments to be offered and to 
be voted upon together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. .ALDRICH. That was my request, that by unanimous 
consent that be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, Mr. President, I will just say 
generally that the plan contemplated by these amendments com­
bines classes 1 and 2 in the first class and makes class 3 the 
second class. It applies an ad valorem duty of 45 per cent to 
what is now classes 1 and 2 of the Dingley law and an ad 
valorem duty of 35 per cent to what is now class 3 of the 
Dingley law. I speak now of the raw wool. That is a bit 
higher than the present ad valorem upon those classes. 

Mr. President, I wish to send to the Secretary's desk and have 
read a letter which I received in my mail to-night from Mr. 
Edward Moir, the president of the Carded Woolen Manufac­
turers' Association. 
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The PRE~IDENT pro tempore. Witho~t objection, the Secre­
tary will read. 

The Secreta ry read as follows: 
THE CABDED WOOLEm MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATIDN, 

Bost@, Mass., June 10, 1909. 
Hon. ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE, 

Washington, D. a. 
DE.rn Srn : Since early in the year, when tariff revision became the 

bm·ning question of the hour, we, the carded woolen manufacturers of 
the couptry, have in numerous ways made known the changes that were 
necessuy in the wool schedule in order that even-handed justice might 
be given the woolgro.wer1 the carded-woolen m.anufacturer, the· worst ed 
spinner, and the consummg public. 

Our latest appeal is in a letter to our Chief Executive, on whom will 
.fall the burden of approving or rejecting the bill you a.re now at work 
upon. Thinking that this statement of our grievances may aid you to 
appreciate the importance and justice . of our demands, we herewith 
preront a copy of our letter to President Taft, where at considerable 
length we show the inequalities of the tariff schedule as affecting wool 
and wool goods, and strongly recommend an ad valorem duty on wool, 
so that a tax on grease and dirt, which are substantially all discounted 
in the price paid for wool, may be eliminated from the tariff. . 

Yours, very truly, 
EDWARD MOIR, President. 

1\Ir. CULBERSON. l\fr. President-- . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis­

consin yield to the Sena tor from Texas? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I simp~y want to know from the Senator 

if I understood him correctly as saying that the amendments 
proposed by him proYide duties in excess of the existing Dingley 
rates? 

11r. LA. FOLLETTE. Oh, no; I said that with respect to the 
rates upon raw wool the present rates. ~gured lilPOn the imports, 
are a fraction less, as I make it, than 45 per cent. I fix the 
rates at an even 45 per cent in the amendments, which makes it 
a fraction more upon raw wool; but these duties, taken through­
out the schedule as I have prepared them, applying ad va.lorem 
rates instead of the present specific _rates as comp.ensatory du­
ties, make a reduction upon all of the manufactures of wool in 
conformity with the investigations made by the special agent, 
Mr. Clark, which I p_resented to the Senate last night. 

.Mr. CULBERSON. But as to raw wool, as I unc1erstand, 
the amen.dents propose rates slightly in advance of the Dingley 
rates? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. A fraction of a per cent in advance. 
The amendments can not be objected to, Mr. President~ as u 
reduction up<m raw wool ; and I might as well say it now as at 
any other time that li anybody is to be indulged by cont:l.nuing 
Dingley rates it might as well be the one producer in this 
co.untry who rarely gets any direct benefit from a protective 
tariff. Outside, perhaps, of the duties upon bai·ley and the 
duties upon wool the .agriculturist of this country can not he 
said to receive anything from the protectiYe tariff except an 
indirect, roundabout benefit which he takes from feeding the 
people who are employed in the protected manufactures. 

Mr. President, I propose to follow the letter of Air. Moir with 
the letter which :a.cc.ompanied the communication whieh I re­
ceived from him, which that association has :addressed to the 
President of the United States. I ask that the Secretary read 
the appeal to the President by this association of the Carded 
Woolen l\fanufacturers' Association. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Sec­
retary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
CARDED WOOLEN MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATIO:N', 

Boston, Mass., June 2, 1009. 
Sm: We appear before you to-day for the purpose of stating certain 

facts relating to the tariff on wool and wool products, in order that 
you may know of the serious burdens now resting on th.e carded woolen 
industry and on the consumer of wool goods. 

A TARIFF ON GREASE AND DUlT. 
Schedule K is the same in the Dingley law and in the Payne bill now 

before the Senate. Both provide for a specific duty of 11 cents and 12 
cents a pound on wool in the _grease. This is the first grievance to 
which we eall your atte11tion. Grease wool contains widely -varying 
proportions of grease and dirt, which is washed out in the first proc­
ess-scouring-and is of no value whatever to the wool manufacturer. 
This wool grease and dirt amounts in many cases to as much as 80 per 
cent of the grease weight of the wool, while on some light-shrinking 
grade it is much less, fill low as 15 per cent. 

From this you wm understand how wide is the variation in the duty 
on clean wool. With a shrinkage of 80 per cent. a duty of ll cents per 
grease pound is 55 cents per clean pound. With a shrinkage of 2D per 
cent, the same 11-eent duty on the grease weight is only 14 cents per 
clean po.und. The result is that the light-shrinking lots of wool can 
be imported at a very low duty, while the tariff on· th~ heavy-shrinking 
wools is so high that they can not be imported at all. An application 
of the Dingley tariff to 80,000,000 pounds of wool recently sold at 
auction at Lo+i-don, Liverpool, Melbonme, and Sydney showed that the 
ad valorem equivalent of the Dingley 11-cent duty on .grease wool 
varied from 23 per cent to 733 per cent. · 

·unsrxG THE WORSTED TR.UST. 

The bulk of the wool suited for our ·branch of the industry, carded 
woolen manufacturing, is heavy shrinking, while · the wool suited · for­
fhe other branch of the industry, worsted manufacturing, is light 

shrinking. The burden under which we are suffering arises from this 
fact, and hence our appeal to the House of Representatives, to the 
Senate, and now to you for relief from this injustice. The ·conditions 
we have described result not only in the oppre sion and ruin of the 
carded woolen . industry. dotting the country with idle mills., but also 
in ~pec~al pr_ivileges. of immense value ~o the worsted-spinning ind~try, 
which IS being rnp1dly concentrated mto a few wealthy prosperous 
and powerful combinations. ' • 

A. DELUSION AND A SRAl\I. 

At the same time the wool grower is deprived of the protection con­
templated by the Dingley tariff law. That law fixes the duty on 
scoured wool at three times the duty on unwashed grease wool; that is. 
at 33 cents a sc<>ured pound for class 1. wool, and 36 cents a scoured 
pound for class 2 wool. 'J:his is on the assumption that tt requires 
3 pounds of grease wool to give 1 pound of scoured wool and th1s 
assumption i:s further indicated by the Dingley and Payni provision 
tor compensatory duties on good . based on the ratio of 4 pounds of 
grease wool to 1 pound of finished eloth, allowing for a loss of 25 per 
cent in manufacturing. 

This legal promise of 33 cents a pound to the woolgrower has proved 
in practice to be a delusion and a sham, for the law that gives the 
~romise ?f ~ch protection breakB it by allowing the importation of 
light shrin)dng wool at the 11-cent rate. The protection to the wool­
gr·ower is measured no.t by the Dingley duty of 33 cents a pound on 
scoured wool, but b~ the et'}uivalent per second pound of the 1.1-eent 
duty on gl.'ease woo1 actua1ly imported, which equivalent runs as low as 
14 cents.. and in praetic~ rarely exceeds 20 cents. The average shrink­
age of the grease wool imported duriBg the past five years is 40 per 
cent, -equal to- a duty of 18.6 cents per scoured pound. 

Thus under this pre ent wool tariff the woolgrowers are deprived of 
the expected protection, the carded wool manufacturers nre deprived 
of all access to the fa-reign wool suited to their reqnirements while the 
worsted spinners enjoy 'l'aluable special privileges by being permitted to 
import the wool they require .at a very low rate of duty per scoured 
pound. · -

W A.SHF...D WOOL P..RIVILEGE FOC THE WORSTED SPI.NXER. 

Besides the inequality fo which we have just called yo.ur attention 
there are other serious abuses in the Dingley tariff on wo.o1. First w~ 
will mention the provision by which woo-1 of the first class if wa~hed 
on the sheep's back, is subjected to a double duty of 22 cents a pound 
while wo.ol 'Of the second class. if .so washed on the sheep's back is 
admitted. at the single rate of 12 cents a pound, The result is that' all 
wool of the second class is imported in the washed condition in order to 
avoid the payment of duty on grease and dirt, while the very beavy­
wool of the first class can not be imported at all. The discrimination 
against one. class of people and in favor of another under this arrange­
ment of the taritf arises from the faet that the second-class wool is used 
for the manufae.ture o.f wors:ted, while the wool adapted for carded· 
woolen goods is of the first class. We demand the abolition of this dis­
crimination and special privilege under the law. 

SCOURED WOOL DISCRDID'l"ATIO)l AGAINST CARDED WOOLE~ MANUFAC· 
TURERS. 

Another inequality from which we ask relief is that provisi-on of the 
J:?ingley and Payne bills which makes the duty on scoured wools three 
times the duty on grease wools. '.rhis is based on the asumption that 3 
pounds of grease woo:i is required to yield 1 pound of scoured wool 
whereas a ~ery !arge part af the world's wool dip shrinks much less 
than two-thirds. The result of this inequality is to prohibit the impor-· 
tat.ion of scoured wool and eonfine the imports to grease wool shrinking 
less _than .two-thirds. The discr:imination against one class of. people 
and m favor of another under this arrangement of the tariff arises from 
the fact that ·worsted spinners ordinarily buy wool in the grease 
whereas scoured wools are used by the carded woolen manufacturers'. 
Thus the scoured wool clause of the Di:ngley and Payne tariff bills con­
stitutes a burdenso.me discrimination against the carded woolen manu­
facturers, from whlch we demand relief. 

I'AllTS Oli' o::-.~ D DU TRY. 

We desire to eall your attention to the fact that the earded woolen 
and worsted branches of wool .manufacturing, although distinct in 
respect to c:ertain teclmical processes and grades of material used •. still 
are competmg branches of trade, because worsted and carded woolen 
goods are used fo.r the same purposes. Consequently these tariff dis­
criminations against the carded woolen industry aid the worsted branch 
of the business by injuring the latter's competitor. 

ll_0BE FAVORS FOR THE WORSTED SPI~NERS. 

Another and very serious defect in the Dingley a.nd Payne Mils is 
the practically prohibitory "duties on the by-products of wool manu­
facturing. Here, again, we find a discrimination ·against one class of 
people and special privilege for another, because these by-products can 
be used only by carded woolen manufacturers, while wor ted spinners. 
although they can not use them, have them for sale. This is one of 
the. most serious of the tariff abuses from which we ask relief, as the 
duties on such by-pTodncts v_ary from 50 _to 200 per cent. 

The present wool schedule is practically that of 1867, which was 
primarily a war-revenue tax ; and as all other schedules have been 
adjusted to meet changed · conditions, this schedule should be redrawn to 
meet the changed conditions of woolgrowing and the wants of the .manu­
facturers. Take Ohio wool, for example. The quality of wool grown in 
Ohio has changed in quality as well as in quantity. Fine merino was 
at one time the staple growth, but in a few years more that quality of 
wool will not be gro.wn in Ohio. Much of the wool now grown there 
is from the mutton variety of sheep, and th1s wool carries a net: pro· 
tection of about 20 cents per ·scoured pound-against 3.3 to 44 c.ents to 
the grower in the West. 

EQUAL OPPORTUN1TY "UNDER THE LAW. 

We ask for an equal opportunity with all othe11s under the law, in 
order that we may enjo-y the reward ·of our labor, skill, and enterprise 
in the business in wl!ich we are engaged. It is in this capacity of 
carded woolen manUfacturers that we make our appeal to yon . . But our 
demands should be granted not only in justice to us as carded woolen 
manufacturers, bat in justice to the censnmer of wool goods. We 
expressly disclaim any intention of representing here to-day the special 
interests of the consumer. We, .however, . call your attention to the 
fact that every , burden on the carded woolen industry that we have 
mentioned is also . a burden on the consumer of wool goods, whether 
Ullderc"lothing,. outside clothing, blankets, or other artic1es made of 
wool; and that the special _privileges granted to the worsted bra.nc:h of 
this industry result in an increase af these burdens not only· on -the 
carded woolen manufacturers, but also on the consumers in this country. 
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AD VALOREM TA.RIFF THE ONLY COMPLETE REMEDY. 

It would not be possible at this time to go into detailed discussion 
of the proper remedies for the abuses to which we have called your 
attention. 

We will state, however, that it ls our firm belief that the only com­
plete remedy for these inequalities is a tariff based on value. Specific 
duties based on the scoured weight of the wool and graduated on by­
products by classifications according to value, or compound duties 
consisting of both s~ecific and ad valorem rates, would give partial 
relief. But if the exigencies of the situation ever lead the Government 
to adopt any of these partial remedies, it should not be forgotten that 
ther, are partial, and that the only compll!te remedy is in an ad valorem 
tariff. The protective rate on wool goods is ad valorem, and if this can 
be made effective on manufactured goods, there can be no doubt of its 
efficiency on the raw material, 

I:NYESTIGA.TE A.ND UPROOT ABUSES. 
We ask that the tariff on wool and wool goods be thoroughly investi­

gated and revised. We desire to have the principle of protection main­
tained for all producers, whether of wool, wool goods, or clothing. And 
we are as ready to have inequalities corrected in the tariff on wool 
goods as in the taritr on raw materials. We are ready to go into the 
consideration of the technical details of this problem with you or any­
one you may designate, and to any extent you may desire. We are 
ready to do this with representatives of the woolgrowers, worsted manu­
facturers, and of the Government. We suggested such a conference to 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. We 
have at all times been willing to carry out that suggestion, confident 
that the better the truth is known the better will be our chances to gain 
an equal opportunity under the law. 

EVENHANDED JUSTICE, NO MORE A.ND NO LESS. 
We represent an industry that covers nearly every State in the 

Union has over three times as many establishments as has worsted 
manufacturing, and a greater number of employees. Under the present 
schedule many woolen mills have been closed, and a continuance of that 
schedule means great distress to many mill owners and operatives. We 
believed that the platform of the RepuQlican party meant an honest 
revision of the tarifl'. On a recent visit to the Finance Committee 
we placed the injustice of the wool duties before it and were told that 
while we had a grievance the schedule could not be opened. We feel 
indignant that such treatment should be meted out to us; that the car­
dinal principles of fair play and evenhanded justice, under which we 
are supposed to live, should be cast aside or subordinated to a coalition 
of forces that are specially favored under the Dlngley bill. Therefore, 
Mr. President, we appeal to you to use your influence in the proper 
quarter, so that this industry may have what it ls entitled to under 
uur Constitution-evenhanded justice, neither more nor less. 

Respectfully, yours, . 
EDWARD Morn, 

President Oarded Woolen Manufacturers' .Association. 
His Excellency The PRESIDENT, 

Washington, D. 0. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, from many letters .re­
ceived from woolen manufacturers, I offer one which I send to 
the Clerk's desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
COOPER UNDERWEAR COMPANY, 

Kenosha, Wis., ApriZ 23, 1909. 
lion. ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 
DEAR Srn: We have your letter of April 22. We thought we had 

made plain in our letter of the 19th where there is a discrimination 
against the 1,500 wool manufacturers in favor of the few manufac­
turers of worsteds. The discrimination consists in this: That the duty 
on clothing wool and on combing wools is the same, and also because the 
duty is based upon the wool in the grease instead of in the scoured 
state. 

As explained to you in ours of the 19th, clothing wools used by the 
woolen mills are high-shrinkage wools. Wools in that state carry a 
large amount of grease and foreign matter, which is scoured out in 
cleaning, but upon which dirt a duty is paid potmd for pound with the 
wool. 

'l'he illustration we gave in ours of the 19th is that worsted and 
C<:Jmbing wools shrink even as low as 15 per cent. This 15 per cent of 
dirt, of course, pays the 11 cents per pound duty. Upon clothing wools, 
however, which are used by the woolen mills, the shrinkage is even as 
high as 80 per cent, and on this 80 per cent of dirt 11 cents duty is 
aRsessed and paid, which makes the wool pay five times the duty that 
it would pay if it was assessed on the scoured pound. 

The point we make is this: That the duty should be based on 
the scoured pound, so that combing wools and clothing wools would 
bear the same duty. I! not based on the scoured pound then the comb­
ing wools should bear at least three times as much duty. And in many 
instances it should pay five times as much to bring the two wools to a 
parity. 

It is a fact that the best of the woolen mills are almost paralvzed 
by the competition they meet from the worsted mills which is du0e to 
the discrimination; although unintentional, of the two classes of wool 
used by the two industries which are using the same rate of duty in 
the unscoured state, but which duty should be assessed on the wool 
clean, which would put them on an even basis. 

To prove what we say regarding the fact that woolen mills are paying 
more duty than the worsted mills you will please look about you and 
nearly every man you meet is wearing a suit of worsted whereas a 
few years ago they were all wearing serges, cheviots, and other classes 
of woolen fabrics made by the woolen mills. 

We trust we have made ourselves clear to you, if not, we will be 
glad to write you again. We certainly assure you that this matter is 
a vital .question with the woolen mills, and as stated before there are 
10 to 1 worsted mill. The woolen mills are smaller in size, are scat­
tered over the country, and can not concentrate their efforts in asking 
for justice in the matter of tariff as simply and as easily ns can the 
large worsted mills, which readily get together nnd wor·k solidly for 
their ends. -

Trusting that this matter may receive your consideration, and that 
your efforts be effective, and thanking you in advance, we remain, 

Very truly, yours, 
COOPER UNDERWEAR CO., 

Per HENRY s. COOPER, 
President and Treasurer. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. • I have just this to say in recapitula­
tion with respect to these amendments. In the first place, they 
change the classification of raw wool from three classes to two, 
and from specific to ad valorem duties. On the :first and second 
class wool, which is made class 1 by my amendment, a duty of 
45 per cent is imposed. This is practically the duty in the 
Dingley law. Upon the coarse wools embraced in class 3 of the 
Dingley law, provided for as class 2 in my amendment~ I pro­
vide for an ad valorem duty of 35 per cent, wliich is practically 
the duty of to-day. It is not an increase of the existing duty 
upon the imports of the year upon which the table of estimates 
is based of more than the smallest fraction of a per cent, due 
to the fact that I state the ad valorem in round numbers for 
the two classes at 45 and 35 per cent ad valorem. 

In reference to the amendments which follow, they simply 
carry over into the manufactured product the application of 
this ad valorem duty based, however, with respect to the pro­
tective duty and the compensatory duty, upon the investigations 
conducted by the government expert, which I submitted last 
evening. 

There are many reasons for substituting an ad valorem duty 
on raw wool for the present specific duty. Without hurting the 
producer of raw wool the substitution will benefit the consumer 
and help the carded-wool industry in the desperate struggle for 
existence to which it is driven by the worsted industry. 

While the average duty on raw wool is about 45 per cent, it 
is much higher on the coarse heavy-shrinking wools used by 
the poor and considerably below that on the finer light-shrinking 
wools used by the rich. If a 45 per cent duty on all import~d 
woolens were imposed, it would accord the same measure of 
protection to the farmer as it does to-day, and do away with 
the inequality just referred to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator let me ask him a ques­
tion? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I gather from these letters which the 

Senator has had read and that I heard here this afternoon 
that there seems to be a conflict between what are called the 
" carded-wool people" and the worSted industry. Do any of 
these amendments, while helping the carded-wool people, while 
remedying what they think is an injustice, at the same time in­
jure the worsted people in any way?· 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. They take no duty away from any in­
dustry to which it would be fairly entitled in accordance with 
any just standard of protection. It accords to the manufacturer 
of worsted clot_hs, as well as to the manufacturer of woolen 
cloths, the measure of duty to which he is fairly entitled, as 
shown by the analyses which have been very carefully worked 
out by government experts. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I could not understand the objection of 
the worsted people to it, except upon one or two possible 
grounds. One, that these amendments, or any amendments 
which have been offered, might in some way injure them, or 
the other one which has been suggested here, that the worsted 
people really wanted to see the carded people go out of busi­
ness. But the direct question is whether or not any of these 
amendments would do what might reasonably be called any 
possible injury to the worsted industry. 

Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. No; these amendments would place 
the worsted industry and the woolen industry on an equal 
footing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wourn. they put it at any disadvantage? 
Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. At no disadvantage whatever. Under 

the amendments which I offer the worsted industry would be 
given duties to cover the difference in cost of production against 
foreign competition. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or would it give the carded people any 
advantage over them? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; it would not. It would place · 
them upon an equality with the worsted industry, whereas 
they ar.e, under the provisions of the Dingley law, at a very 
great disacf vantage. 

The amendments which I propose would enable the carded­
wool manufacturer to import cheap wool, where to-day the 
prohibitive duty compels him to make use of cotton and shoddy. 
This would, by no mea11B, displace any of the domestic wools 
since we can only supply to-day 60 per cent of our demand. It 
would merely enable the poor people to wear all-wool clothes, 



0084 CONGRESSIONAL .REOORD-1SENATE. JUNE !l'.0, 

where to-day J:hey hav:e .to .content ;:themselves ·with ·shodqy . nd:J to suffer in ·the ·votes :w.hi:ch will ·be had ~upon them 'by reason of 
cotton. Senators who .might desire to vote .for -them not ·seeing their 

The position of .the carded-wool industry :is such as to invite 'way clear sufficiently to understand ;them. I 
the earnest attention df !Congress. It is the last branch of the Mr. LA FOLLETTE. J .shall be v.ery .glad indeed to Jiaye 
wool .industry which is...still accessible to the man with moderate these amendments printe.a in -the R:KCORD mid voted upon -:to-
capital, since it does not.reguire..as .complicate.d..ma.chinezy-or as morrow .mo.ming, .if that :will ,meet with ·the a.P.Prov3.l of ithe ' 
eAI>ensive -a _plant as lS necessary cin the worsted industry. Senate. 
-With the American Woolen Dompany .in control of about 60 l\Ir. CLAPP. I am going to a.Bk unanimous consent .that the 
;per cent of "the output of American woolen cloth, an~ ?'ith_;.the ;amendments .:may Jie ·over .and :})e _printed, ~and 'be a.ctea ·u_pon ;in 
·inde.Pendent manufacturers of worsted cloth -orgamzmg mto the morning. · 
'rulother combination, -the carded-wool .industzy .accords the Mr. ALDRIOII. Does the Senator :from l\finne.sota 'Sffi.'io11sly 
'Only chance 'for the small manufacturer. Insteaa of being en- 'think that he will have time between now and to-morrow morn­
rcouraged in 'its struggle for .fill independent .existence, Congress ing to master the intricacies of the variou·s amendments? 
·lends its ·_puwerful aid to the trust in bel.Ping crush _the caraea- Mr. OLAPP. The intricacies of .these amendments .are not as 
wool manUfacturer out of _existence. . . rormid:ible ,as 'they were a few d:lys ugo. J think a great m::rny 

I have already shown how the wool .manufacturer .:is dis- "'"enatorn are ·beginning to realize that this sy~tem whicll b.as 
·criminated against through the .specific duty on .raw wool. stood ·here :for years rrtter all does not meet the situation. J: 
"The same discrimination _pursues him in .the distinction made believe a great many Senators nre beginning to Tealize :that 
1retween -wools of the first and second class, those of the :first notwithstanding the 'legislation sought to ·have been enactea 
class being subject to ll cent.s _per _pound 'if unwashed, twice for the sheep grower., somenow'the sheep industry in this -coun­
~that lliilOlliltif ·washed, and three times that amount if SCO.ured, try ha not prespered ·Uild·er the .legislation as it ouo'l1t :to na+e 
while ·fhe duty on wools of the second class, which are used by prospered. I believe that the ·average .Senators ~ith the fils-
the worsted .manufacturers onl.y, is .12 .cents _a J>.Ound, whether , 'CUS ions ·we have 1had upon this gnestion :and :~ith ;the ,'study 
wa.shed -ur :unwashed. . ' that has been given to the que.stion, will be able, if they coulu 

To sum ·up the disadvruitage i:o 'the cardeu-wool industry: have the amendments printed so that .they .could take them.and 
First, there is the natural disadvantage of being obHged to use ·compare -them line rfor line and _page •for .page, so .that they ' 
:the heavy ilitiiiking wools which, 'llilder ·tne ·specific .duty, -are will know just wlmt change would be -effected ny ct:hese pro­
subject to a ·mucn ni.gher rate than the .light wools used by the j)osea ameni:lments-they 'would be ;pre:rrar.ed, at lea.st, much 
worsted ·industry. :second, the 'llffcessity uf importing -u heav_y .better 'to-morrow .rooming than i:hey -will :be pr~ured 'to-.niglrt 
'wool .in the grease under what amuunts to a peruilty under .the ~to vote upon 'them. 
tariff of I>ay'ing ·double :duties if •the -wotil is :imported washed, , 'Mr. LA -FOLLETTE. ·1 'Will say to lthe ·senator ·from ·nnn:e­
'while the ·powerful trust, -which is a1ready-fa:vored by tecbnical ' sota that ihere is not anything conumcated or .fonmdable.a..t .all 
-conditions 'i:n "the ·mm df ".Jighter wools, ls ::granted ·an additional i 1lbont these 11mmdments or about Sc'hedule K. 
~avor ~by :congress, whlch generously allow.s it .to .PtlY the same } Klr . . OLAPP. Jt iIDay sound egotistical, ·but rr: imi'.lertake :to 
:duty on washed wool -as 'it does on unwashed. 'But Congress is I say 'that we nave been led to believe •that ·tnere .is :some~ 
not content to 'leave rthe:Rinall manufacturer with i'.liis handicap, mysterious, something .incomprehensible -in these things tllirt :the 
m ·against this 1)owerful "trust, and ·adds "another one by impos- ordinary .infilvidual is not nble ·.even ·to ::get n sort . of _glimmel'in~ 
ing an unr.easonably high duty whlCh ·can ·not 'be .aeteniled on idea of, but in ihe analysis of this question in the last fe; 
any ·grounas •of logic or 'fact nn two ·products df "the worsted .in- : days that has, to '.IllY mind at least, ve1:y largely disappeared. 
dustry, which constitute the raw material of _yarn, viz, tops : 'Mr. ALDilICH. "1 must 'have mis~rnprehended the suggestion 
and noils. To_ps are the long wools •separate.din:the process of ! of the Senator from Minnesota. J understooa the Senator from 
~ombing :m 1the worsted mills, ·which are u.sea in spinnin_g 1 Minnesota to suggest that the amendments ,go ov.er 1in order ;that 
worsted yarn. Al:fhough ·they are less advanced in the 1n·ocess they might be examined i'.or-the::purpose of ftnfilng out what-the 
wt manufacture than yarn, they ·ar.e .subjeet ·to the .same duty as effect of them woulil ri>e. :1 understand .that .now everybody :has 
woolen cloth, w'hicll is -the .:final 'Product 'Of se-vera1 stages of arrived at a conclusion. 
wanufa.cture, 1n each of which 1abor .is un ~:portant "factor. Mr. OL~P. 1J subniit 'that tln!t is not a fair criticism .upnn 

-~Ir. President,~ ao not ·know, I say, -whethe.r it will be po-s- what I said. 
sible to fix the attention o"f '. the 'Senate Ion,g ·enough upon these Mr. ALDRICH. Then I mi:sunaerstood 'the Senator. 
-different maiiifestations •of injustice to ·effect .any char}ge in Mr. CLAPP_ WJ:mt I said ~as that if the amendments could 
:this legis1a.tion. be 'PTintecl, :Senntors could then take ±he a..mendmen±s ·and Tend 

!But, 1\Ir. 'President, 'l: am .-going 'to 'Clo ·as best :I can my part them and have them on their desks ..and '1:!Dmpare :them with 
'Rlld -shaTe to make 'll. record -0f ·it, and 1o get it before the .• the bill, whereas to-night dn the ·one or two readings ,of ·fue 
country, ,because 1: n:m looking 'forward "to a time :when we shall amendments befoi:.e '±he :em1.te iit woum. be ·illflic.u1t .for .Senators · 
secure a rea1 revision of the tarlff-a revision in accordance ·to unaerstanu just the force mid scope of :the amendments :in 
with the public interest and public demand·; a revision 1in keep- "their .relations :to the pending bill. That is w..hat J said. 
lng with the promises of ihe !Ileptib1ican party. -1\II:. B:Ev.ERIDGE. I 'Will state i:o :the Senator from ·Rhode 

'Such re-vision is not provided lin this bill, ·but ·it •will ·come. Island that when the Senator from Minnesota .made the .request, 
MT. ~CLAPP. 1\Ir. President-- which was .not -vecy extrao:rdinary request, .but rather a rea-
The .PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'Does "the Senator 'from Wis- sonable .one, .the Senator -from Rhode Island responded ..as :a 

:consin yield to the .Senator from 'Minnesota·? 'eason for refusing~t, Does the Senator from innesota thlnk 
1\Ir. :LA FOLLETTE. !I do. .that he .can ma.ster -the intricacies ,of Schedule K .and "these 
Mr. rCLAPP. I .followed the Senator last -evening ·very care- ·amendments by •to,morrow .morning? · .Then ithe Senator from 

'fuDy .in his analysis of ·this ·question and listened very ·atten- Minnesota Tefiponded ·that ·t was .not so mysterious, after .all. 
tively to the reading of the ·amendments, nnd I am disposed i:o Mr. ALDRICH. I understood from his last statement that 
~..ate for the amendments. 'I 'believe they ·are calculated to il.e J:md nl:ready :mastered the mysteries-

:reach an evil; that, while they leave th~ worsted manufn:ctUTer l\fr. BEVERIDGE. :How could he master the m_ysteries by 
protected as to foreign competition, they take from the worsted nearing .24 amendments .read? 
,manufacturer some advantages ·which to-day he has over the 'Mr . .ALDRICH. .And ·that he was ready to vote, -as far as :he 
carded industry. was concerned. 

But I want to say .to the ·Senator :here are ·24 a..menaments, I i\fr. CLAPP. T did say that having paid particular attention 
think, :going to thi.s 'Whole subject. I do not believe that anyone, last night ·to ·the analysis -of this question, and having paid 1mr­
except those who may have listened very carefully last nigbt ticular attention to the reading of the amendments, I -wa.s pre- · 
and very .carefully to the reading ·of the amendments, ·can e:ffi- _pared, and .for one I am prepared .now, :to vote for ·these amend­
Ciently apply those . amendments to the present system, .even .ments. 
witll the careful statement which the Senator is making at this .But I want to say thi.s, Mr. President: We are legislating 
time, and with all the explanation which ithe Senator wm be to-Clay for ·a great people, nnd one ·thing is ab olutely certaln, 
able to make this e-vening. If there wa.s any way of bringing as was uttered by the -Secretary of the Treasury last Saturday 
it about-I do not know whether we can-so as to"have those night at Chicago. "Either -this bill will .meet the npproval .of 
amendment.s _printed, that Senators could take them and ·com- .the American people or the ·agitation upon -re•ision will be 
pare them with the present law, T believe it would be at least immediately renewed by the American people. 
more satisfactory to those of us .who are rttying to make ,an It may oe, sir, that when •the proposition of the Senator tfrom 
effort to place before .the Senate .the proposition for a change :in Wisconsin comes to -be nnaJyzed it is not worth considering; 
this system. but when we stand ·confronted here by a .system that "has -e:x-

I do not know whether that can be done OT not. [f ·it can not isted for years, a system that has been passed repeutedlY' ·and 
be, 1 feel very certain that the 'Senator's amendments are going passed upon the theory that it was in the interest of the in-
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dustry of America, and when in the face- of that assertion and 
that legislation we have seen that industry fall far short of 
prospering as it should; when we realize the importance· and 
the market in this land of ours for mutton,. as no other market 
perhaps in the world, and that coupled with this industry while 
the tariff sought to protect and develop the industry, we have 
seen the industry fail to prosper as it should prosper, I believe 
that, standing here to-night for the American people, we can 
well afford to devote even one night's time to the proposition 
of printing and placing before the Members of this body the 
proposition of the Senator from the State of Wisconsin. It will 
not be time entirely lost, even though it should turn out that, 
upon an analysis of the proposed amendments, few, if any, 
Senators could support them. 

This question is worth looking into, because we stand con­
fronted to-night by the undeniable fact that for some reason 
the effort in the past to de-velop the sheep industi:y- of this 
country has not succeeded as under all the conditions, with 
our climatic conditions and our great population furnishing a 
great market for the mutton itself, the industry should have 
developed. Somewhere in the system of the past there is a 
radical mistake. I do not say, sir, that the Senator from Wis­
consin has found the remedy; but it does seem to me that, in 
view of the importance of this question, we can well afford to ­
let the amendments be printed, so that Senators may have them 
on their desks to-morrow morning. 

While I am on my feet there is one other thing I want to 
say. In an ordinary session of Congress, when one Senator is 
busy with the work of his committee and another Senator is 
busy with the work of his committee, and the work of a par­
ticular committee does not come to the other Senators in their 
respective every-day experience-, it is very natural that when a 
bill comes in here- recommended by a committee, as those who 
are not on that committee would not have an opportunity to 
study the question, being engaged with the work of their own 
committees, having little opportunity, if any at all, we accept 
the report of the committee. 

But, Mr. President, I have heard it time and time again that 
we must stand by the committee here. I undertake to say that 
in this discussion and in this revision of the tariff there is 
nothing sacred in the report of this committee. The report of 
this committee is entitled to respect only so far as the ex­
perience of its members and the time and study which they 
have given to the subject entitles it to receive. 

In an extra session, when there is no other committee work, 
every Member of the Senate has the same amount of ti.me, the 
same opportunity by access to the sources of information, the 
hearings before the House committee, that the members of this 
committee have. Consequently, inste d of accepting the dictum 
of a committee, as we so often do when we can not take up 
the work outside of our own committees, in this case, when we 
are here with nothing else to do but to study this qu~stion, I 
submit that one man's investigatfon, if he possesses the same 
ability of investigation, is as good as another man's. I for one 
do not subscribe- to the- doctrine that in an extra session of 
Congress, when every Member has the same ti.me to spend and 
has access to the same sources of information, that we have to 
take the dictum of a committee, especially in a case where it 
stands self-confessed that in all the years that have gone, when 
with but few exceptions the legislation was designed to build 
up and develop a particular industry, we find that industry 
languishing under the legislation of past years. 

.Again I ask the Senate for unanimous consent that the 
amendments of the Senator from Wisconsin may lie upon the 
table and be printed, and that the- matter be taken up on the 
assembling of the Senate- to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALDRICH obtained the floor. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator permit me? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Rhode Island yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
Ml*. ALDRICH. For what purpose does the Senator desire 

to interrupt me? 
1\1.r. NEWLANDS. I wish to suggest to the Senator, if he 

will permit me, that the consideration of these amendments 
and the vote will certainly exhaust this evening. I under­
stand the request of the Senator from Minnesota. to be simply 
tha~ we postpone the vote until to-morrow morning at 10.30 
o'clock. The vote will take only seven minutes and a half; so 
it only trespasses upon to-morrow that short space of time in 
yielding to the suggestion of the Senator from Minnesota.. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. l\Ir. President, the propositions of the Sena­
tor from Wisconsin are, to my mind, perfectly simple. The 
Senator proposes· to levy an ad valorem d'aty upon all classes 
of wool of 45 per cent. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE: N-0t upon all classes of wool; upon 
wools of the first and second class. Let me correct the Senator 
fr-om Rhode Isla:nd. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wools of the first. and" second class. That 
1s a pei·fectly simple- proposition. The Senator fr0m Wisconsin 
estimates that that will increase duties upon first arni second 
class wools slightly. That is his estimate. It is a perfectly 
simple proposition whether that slight increase shall b-e made 
and whether Senators would like to put an ad valorem rate in 
place of specifics. 

It seems to· me there is nothing unreasonable in asking that 
a- vote be taken upon this proposition. We have had, I do 
not know how many, but I should say a score of votes, to-day 
in the Senate, yeas and nays, involving all these propositions. 

The Senator from Minnesota says that Senators are not 
obliged to follow the committee. No member of the committee 
has ever made such a suggestion, and I have never seen any in­
dication of a desire on the par.t of certain Senators to follow 
the committee so far, and there certainly has been no fault 
found that they have not. They have been exercising their in­
dependent judgment and they have been voting against the com­
mittee, as they have a perfect right to do. There has been no 
restraint put upon anybody that I know of to vote with the 
committee on any vote in connection with the bill. 

Now,. we have passed upon these questions to-day by a great 
variety of votes, involving, I think, every phase of this subject. 
I am quite sure that neither the Senator from Wisconsin nor 
the Senator from Minnesota nor the Senator from Indiana ex­
pects the Senate to reverse its deliberate action to-day and 
vote .for an ad valorem duty on wool. I do not believe there is 
a man in this Chamber who has the slightest idea that the 
Senate will change its action in this· respect and try to impose 
an ad_ valor:em duty on wool 

I do not want to. be unreasonable about this business. If we 
can get an agreement to take the vote upon_ the assembling 
of the Senate to-morrow without any further discussion, I cer­
tainly will agree to it. I do not want to be unreasonable about 
it. I am willing to go on with the free list and spend the time 
between now and 11 o'clock in accomplishing something upon 
the bill, with the understanding that the vote shall be taken 
upon the amendments of the Senator froin Wisconsin .upon 
the assembling of the Senate to-morrow morning at a quarter 
to 11. 

Ur. KEAN. Without further debate? 
l\Ir • .ALDRICH. Without further debate. 
Mr. ~~lERIDGE. Mr. President-- · 
Mr-. RICH. The Senator from Wisconsin has not yielded 

the floor. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I have not yielded the floor. 
l\fr . .ALDRIOHL There is an attempt, I understand, to reach 

some agreement. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to make a suggestion to the Sen­

ator as to agreeing to vote -immediately upon the assembling 
of the Senate to-morrow morning, or in ten or fifteen minutes. 
The Senator will at once see that that would not be reasonable 
or just to a Senator who wanted to study these amendments 
and who- would have a question or two questions to ask before 
voting upon themL He could not ask them. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. What time would the Senator suggest? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know; I am suggesting merely 

any time that is reasonable~ but the suggestion to vote imme­
diately upon assembling is hardly reasonable. 

:i!tfr • .ALDRICH. The discussion can go on to-night. I sug­
gest that at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning we take a vote on 
the propositions of the· Senator· from Wisconsin without further 
discussion. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON] also has 
certain amendments which he· desires to have voted on, and I 
should like to include those if we could. 
Mr~ LA FOLLETTE. I think the Senator- from Georgia has 

intimated that he wishes to take fifteen or twenty minutes in 
_presenting his amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not mean to cut off the Senator from 
Georgia. It would be perfectly agreeable for me to vote at 
half past 11 to-morrow morning upon these propositions. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I understand that there is a 
proposition-

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 
The PRESIDENT pro te.mpore-. The Chair thought the Sen .. 

ator from Wisconsin had yielded the- floor. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I had not yielded. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis­

consin yield to the Senator from Iowa_? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield_ to the Senato1L from Iowa. as 

I have yielded to, other Senato.rsL 
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l\lr. CUMMINS. I understand there is a proposition to vote Island to state that the rates proposed by the ·Senator from 
at a quarter to 11 in the morning. Wisconsin are higher than those in the pending bill 

l\fr. ALDilICH. At half-past 11, I am willing to make it, if l\lr. LA FOLLETTE. Applying the ad rnlorem on the raw 
that is satisfactory to the Senate. wools it figures out a fraction le than 45 per cent on the aver-

Mr. CUMMINS. It depends entirely upon how much time age rate of duties in class 1 and class 2, and in order not to 
the Senator from Wisconsin :will occupy in submitting his write into the proposed amendments 44 and a fraction per cent, 
amendments. I have some observations to make upon this I put it at round numbers, 45 per cent. It may be said to be 
schedule. the slightest fraction of a percentage of increase over existing 

1\lr. LA FOLLETTE. I will get through in a very few min- duties as measured upon the imports of this year. 
utes. I will conclude to-night. But it is fair to say that the proposed amendment on raw 

Mr. CUMMINS. The observations I desire to make, however, wool is an ad valorem· of the same duty as the specific duty in 
I would prefer to submit after I have had an opportunity to the existing law. Then, I have carried into the manufactured 
read the amendments, and therefore I hope the Senator from goods the same ad Yalorem to take the place of the specific 
Rhode Island will consent to the suggestion made by the Senator compensatory duty, but I base it upon the measure 9f com­
from Minnesota. I shall not detain the Senate very long upon pensation, which it is shown by the investigations they are 
the subject. entitled to receive in order to ful1y compensate for the wool 

Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose we say 12 o'clock. I think that that actually enters into the cloth. Then for the protective 
would certainly giye sufficient time. I should like to dispose of duty I have carried in the same calculation based upon the in­
this schedule. I certainly have not cut anybody off from a vestigations by the government experts. 
reasonable discussion. I am yielding to the suggestions of Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President--
Senators. I expected to get a vote on these amendments to- Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 
night. The Senator from Wisconsin expected to get a vote on Mr. BAILEY. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will go 
the amendments to-night. Both of us expected that. But I one step further and say what I know to be the fact, that all 
want to be perfectly reasonable about it, and if we can fix: some the amendments together make a very substantial reduction 
time, say 12 o'clock to-morrow, that will be agreeable to me. oyer the rates as fixed in the bill by the Senate committee. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am entirely willing to agree to vote at 12 Mr. LA FOLLETTE. They make a much more complete and 
o'clock if I can have fifteen or twenty minutes between half thorough reduction than any amendments .which have been 
past 10 and 12. offered to the Senate upon this schedule, taken altogether, and 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is not necessary to spend all this yet do not go oue shaue beiow what is a fair protective duty as 
time in higgling oyer this matter. I believe that the time for ascertained by thoroughgoing im·estigations of all the indus-
adjournment expires at 11 o'clock. tries covered in Schedule K. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. It does. That is the regular order. l\Ir. BAILEY. Therefore it is the Senator's de ire, as they 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I was perfectly willing that the amend- together form a complete system, to have them yoted upon at 

ments should be disposed of this evening if they could be the same time. 
disposed of all at one time, because I did not wish to consume Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I thought that would be better. I do 
the time of the Senate. I know what will happen to the amend- not stickle about that. I am perfectly willing to have the first 
merits when they are voted upon perfectly well, no matter how amendment fixing an ad yalorem duty instead of a specific -duty 
well they are explained and how perfectly satisfactory they are on wool voted upon separately, if that is desired by Senators. 
to everybody who wants to reform the abuses of Schedule K. l\Ir. BAILEY. I will Eay to the Senator that I my elf would 
I understand that; and with a view of getting along with this not hesitate to apply an ad yalorem duty of 45 per cent as 
matter, I submitted to the Senator from Ilhode Island that the against a specific d uty that amounts to an ad valorem equi>a.­
vote might be taken upon all of the amendments together, be- lent of 44.52, and that is substantially what it is; yet there 
cause when Senators have worked them out as I have they might be Senators who would not "ant to vote for even a frac­
will find that they are consistent ·and are based upon a prin- tion of 1 per cent increase on a particular. amendment. There­
ciple which· starts with an ad valorem duty of 45 per cent or fore, a Senator in that frame of mind voting upon all the 
less on wools which are now known as "wools of the first and amendments together would more than offset this particular 
second class," and 35 per cent on wools of the third class. It increase by the other and greater decrease . , 
then applies the compensatory duty and the protective duty ac- l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. That is true. 
cording to ·the results of the investigations whicl,l have been l\Ir. BAILEY. I should like to have the Senator make it 
made showing what the labor cost and the wage cost is which plain in the RECORD that the whole reason for making this 
should be protected by the duty. increase of a mere fraction of 1 per cent was simply t9 make 

Now, Mr. President, if it is going to be any hardship for :m ad valorem duty--
members to vote upon this matter to-night we can get along, I Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In round numbers. 
think, by debating it .to 11 o'clock and then voting on it when llr. BAILEY. I do not recall that anybody who e>er pre-
we get to it to-morrow. We do not have to bargain and deal pared a tariff bill has followed the ad valorem duties by frac-
about this business. tional per cents. , 

Mr. CLAY ro e. . Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not think that can be found any-
1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I will yield in a moment. As far as where in the tariff history of the country. I to.ok 45 per cent 

I was concerned, I was perfectly willing if I could make it as the nearest per cent which could be stated in full numbers 
appear so that Senators could understand it, and there was witnout the fraction, that was all. If I had taken 44 per cent, 
not any disposition to debate it further, to have a Yote upon it, it would have been objected to as a reduction upon the duties 
and to dispose of it. I on raw wool by Senators who otherwise might be willing to 

I confess that I have held the floor in debating the schedule support the general plan of a requction along the whole line 
on cotton and the schedule on wools, it may be somewhat at invoh·ed in all these amendments. 
length; but I do not believe that there is anybody who will say l\Ir. President, .I am going over this matter as carefu11y as 
that I have done anything that was not the entire right of a I can in order to have it well and thoroughJy understood. 
Senator to do here who in good faith is discussing the measure. When interrupted by the question I had just brought again 

l\fr. ALDRICH. l\fr. President-- · to the attention of the Senate the unju t advantage that has 
The PilESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- been given to the worsted in_du try. There has been worked 

cousin yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? into this tariff legislation a proposition that they · shall have 
Ir. LA FOL.LETTE. I must yield first to the Senator from an unreasonably high duty upon two products of the worsted 

Georgia. industry which constitute the raw material for the woolen in-
Mr. CLAY. Go ahead. dustry, namely, tops and noil~. 
l\fr. ALDRICH. My desire was to accommodate all the Sen- I suppose that the Senate understands what constitutes tops. 

ators. As that does not seem to be pos ible, to the satisfaction Some correspondence has been printed in the Co ... ORE SIONAL 
of all Senators, I withdraw the suggestion, and we will go on IlECORD which, upon its face, has the appearance of an influence 
with the bill. exerted by these worsted mills to their great advantage at the 

l\lr. CLAY. I simply desire to ask the Senator from Wiscon- time of the framing of the Dingley law. 
sin a question. It is a difficult matter to understand 24 amend- Let us get in our minds here to-night just what tops are. 
ments. I do not desire to vote on 24 amendments unless I Tops are the long wools which are separated in the process of 
know what they are. I should like to ask the Senator, taking combing in the worsted mills, such as the Whitman Mill, for 
the entire amendments, how do they compare with the Dingley instance. These long-combing fibers are used in spinning wor­
rates and how do they compare with the rates fixecl. by the sted yarns. T)ley are not so much advanced as yam in the 
Senate committee's bill? I understood the Senator from_ Rhode process of manufacturing. They have J?.Ot had so much labor 
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put upon them, and yet they are subject to the same duty as per cent of the value of the cloth. In a statement to the Ways 
the woolen cloth. That does not look reasonable, does it? and Means Committee, which appears on page 5660, Mr. Clark's 
That appears to be a sort of carbuncle on this perfect system estimate quoted above is 60 per cent. 
of protection on this sacred wool schedule which nobody has To give the woolen industry the benefit of the doubt, as a pro­
been permitted to lay hands on during all these years. Can tectio:nist, I shall take the highest figure again, namely, 65 per 
anybody justify that discrimination? I have not heard any cent. In that case the compensating duty on woolen cloth on 
justification for it. Do Senators think that discrimination the basis of an ad valorem duty of 45 per cent on raw wool 
should be legislated again into this revision of the tariff by this : should be 45 per cent of 65, or 30 per cent. . Although I have 
Congress? Are Senators willing to go out and defend a new · shown the labor cost to be 25 per cent, I shall allow, in order to 
tariff bill that shall have this same provision in it, which seems be on the safe side, 30 per cent, and will assume that wages are 
to have gotten its place in the old Dingley law through influ- 100 per cent higher than in England, while Mr. Clark found 
ences-as disclosed by the correspondence placed before this them from 17 per cent to 125 per cent. Therefore, I am allowing 
body-that have not been explained, and that, withou:t explana- the· most ample margins in applying the ad valorem duties to 
tion, on their face do not look just exactly right? this woolen schedule. 

It does seem to me that anyone can defend economically the On the basis of these very liberal assumptions the protective 
proposition that these tops combed out of wool, not made into duty on woolen cloth should be 30 per cent, making a total duty 
yarn, shall have the same duty as woolen cloth. There ought of 30 per cent and 30 per cent, or 60 per cent ad valorem. Si.pee 
to be some explanation of that. That correspondence is a allowing 30 per cent fo.r labor and 65 per cent for material, it 
piece of evidence that points pretty strongly to this worsted in- leaves 5 per cent of the total cost unaceounted for. 
dustry having had an undue influence in the making of Sched- I shall add -this 5 per cent also to the duty, making the total 
ule K, and it gives pretty strong support to the claim of these duty 65 per cent ad valorem, which I offer as an amendment for 
half-starved woolen mills all over the country that somebody the present complicated compound duties on various manu­
has made this tariff in favor of this rich and powerful organiza- factures of wool. To enlarge a little on how the rate is ob­
tion that has been ·built up to dominate the wool industry, to tained, the compensatory duty of 45 per cent on the wool should 
crowd out woolens, and to make the people of the country pur- be carried through the entire schedule. A piece of cloth valued 
chase and wear worsteds instead. at $1 has in it 65 cents worth of wool That is allowing all 

Now, I say again, although tops are less advanced in the that Mr. Whitman claims to be material; it is allowing more 
process of manufacture than yarns, they are subject to the same than Mr. Clark finds to be material, and allowing all that Mr. 
duty as woolen cloth, which - is the final product of several Moir claims to be material. 
stages of manufacture, in each of which labor is a most impor- A piece of cloth valued, as I say, at $1, has in it 65 cents 
tant factor. As a result of this, such concerns like Mr. Whit- worth of wool; the compensatory duty of 45 per cent upon that 
man's Arlington Mills, which makes both tops and yarn, are 65 cents of material is 30 cents when you reduce it to a specific 
able to charge an unfairly high price for the tops to the small equivalent. 
spinning mills and to deprive them of their raw material when- Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
ever the large spinners choose to do so. The small spinner is The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HEYBURN in the chair). 
completely at the mercy of the large mills, because the pro- Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 
hibitive duty on tops completely cuts off the foreign supply. Indiana? 

The story of the surreptitious removal of all reference to tops Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
in the Dingley bill; through manipulation behind closed doors in Mr. BEVERIDGE. ,What is the other 60 per cent? 
the Senate Finance Committee by paid representatives of the Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is labor. 
worsted industry, i~ on record in the hearings of the Ways and Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, I see. 
Means Committee (p. 5490-5492), reluctantly admitted by the Mr. LA FOLLETTE. All that, overhead charges and every-
chief manipulator of that industry. thing. 

Sensational disclosures made at the hearings before the Ways Mr. BEVERIDGE. I see. I misunderstood. The whole 
and Means Committee compelled its chairman to make a specific material is how much? 
provision for tops in paragraph 371 of the bill, by which they Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Whitman says that 65 per cent 
were to be subject to the same duty as scoured wool of which should be charged up against material. . 
they are made, and 6 cents per pound in addition. The compensatory duty of 45 per eent upon this 65 cents is 

That was enough. Such was the opinion of Chairman PAYNE 30 cents, which is the amount o:t the compensatory duty which 
and of his committee after going into this matter with a great should be paid. Thirty cents is 30 per cent of the value of the 
dea.l of care. I will not say that the same interest which cloth; therefore an ad valorem duty of 30 per cent is equal to 
wrought this change in the duty in 1897, whicli gave to tops its the duty of 45 per cent upon the raw wool. 
special and particular place, has been operating again; but, for Next, the labor cost of the material is 30 cents, or 30 per cent 
some reason or other, the provision of the Ways and Means of the total value. Assuming that wages are 100 per cent 
Committee is completely stricken out in the Senate bill and tops, higher in this country than abroad, the protective duty, there­
not being specially mentioned, go back to the place they had in fore, on the one dollar's worth of cloth should be 30 cents, or 
the Dingley law, and continue to enjoy the protection which is 30 per cent of the total value. 
accorded to woolen cloth. Therefore we have 30 per cent for the material and 30 per 

The average ad valorem duty on raw wool is less than 45 cent for the labor to be provided for in an ad valorem duty. 
per cent. My amendment proposes a. duty of 45 per cent on The material being· 65 per cent of the value and the labor 
wool, which is a little higher than the average, and therefore 30 per cent of the value, we have 5 per cent of the value unac­
can not be assailed on the ground of insufficient protection. It counted for, but which is really made up of the expense of 
will have the advantage, however, of doing away with the in- manufacture other than labor. I assume that even in this the 
equalities in the present specific duties on raw wool, which re- cost in this country is 100 per cent greater than abroad. There­
sults in excessive rates on the cheaper grades, and very low fore, in arriving at 65 per cent as the proper ad valorem duty, 
rates on the more expensive grades of wool it is made up as follows: 

On page 5709 of the hearings before the Ways and Means Material -----------------------------------------------!_~_ cei~ 
Committee Mr. Clark testified that wages-make up to 20 to 25 Labor ----------------------------------------------.:___ 30 
per cent of the cost of the goods, as against 60 per cent for ma- Other expense ----------------------------------------- 5 
terial. This agrees with the figures given above. Making a total of 65 per cent, which more than covers all 

Mr. Whitman, speaking as the chairman of a committee ap- proper compensatory and protective duties required. 
pointed by the Natfonal Association of Wool Manufacturers, to The proposed rate would do away with the crying inequality 
disprove Mr. Clark's figures, makes a statement on page 160 of of the compound duties which result in much higher rates on 
the Bulletin of the National Association of Wool Manufacturers eheaper cloth than the rates on the expensive varieties, as I 
for March, 1909, in which he takes issue with Mr. Cl-ark's state- have had occasion to demonstrate in the -course of my remarks. 
ment that wool makes up 60 per cent of the cost of the goods, Mr. President, I am advised that it is desired on the part of 
saying that- the Finance Committee to take an adjournm@t at this time; 

The general understanding among manufacturers is that the wool and therefore I yield the floor. I ask, Mr. President, that my 
makes up 50 per cent of the eost of the cloth. amendments may be printed in the RECORD and that they also 

He takes no issue, however, with the other part of Mr. Clark's be printed and placed upon the desks of Senators to-morrow 
statement as to the proportion of wages to the total cost of the morning. 
cloth, apparently because the figures can uot be assailed. The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 

Mr. Whitmun, a.s I have just stated, assumes that the material is so ordered. , 
eonstitutes 50 per cent of the value of the cloth. 1\Ir. Moir, rep- {The amendments referred to appear earlier in the course of 
resenting the carded-wool industry, estimates the wool as 65 Mr. LA FoLLETTE's re.marks.] 
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Mr. WARREN. Mr. P1·esident, the Senator who has just 
yielded .the floor [1\fr. LA Fo~LETTE] introduced some matter 
earlier in the evening tllat referred to the woolgrowers, and 
so forth. I have here a telegram just received from the Na-

. tional Woolgrowers' Association, and as it contains but a few 
lines, I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 

Gen. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

CHEYENNE, WYO., June 9, 1909. 

The National Woolgrowers' Association, representing over 500.,000 
sheep farmers of the United States, requests that you transmit to each 
Member of the United States Senate the earnest request that he sup­
port Schedule K duties on wool and woolens, as reported by the Sen­
ate Finance Committee. .Any revision of these duties downward will 
destroy an industry employing more than 3,000,000 hands in growing 
and manufacturing wool. . · 

THE NATION OOLGROWERS' ASSOCIATION, 
GEo. S. WALKER, Secretary. 

DEATH OF :REV. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is with deep regret, which I 

know is shared by all Senators, that I rise to make formal an­
nouncement of the death of the Chaplain of the Senate, the 
Rev. Edward Everett Hale. I am sure that all Senators who 
have known him here during the past six years will feel in bis 
death the loss of a personal friend and of one whose kindness 
has made him beloved, I think, by everybody with whom he has 
been brought in contact. . 

He was .a man of great patriotism; and so long as men love 
works of the imagination and love their country bis famous 
story will be read. A brilliant writer, a great preacher; he 
was greatest of all, I think, in the unwearied service to which 
his long life was given in behalf of humanity. If any man 
ever had the right to say to the Recording Angel the words of 
Ab01r Ben Adhem, "Write me as one who loves his fellow-men," 
it was he. 

.Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, supplementing the ap­
propriate and touching words of the honored Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LonGE] and voicing the feelings of my own 
heart, I beg to submit ·the following resolution, and ask unani­
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution ( S. Res. 57) as follows: 
Senate resolution 57. 

Resolved That we have heard with profound regret and sorrow of 
the death of R ev. Edward E. Hale, D. D., late Chaplain of the Senate 
of the Un.ited States. Doctor Hale's services to literature, philanthropy, 
and religion are known the wor1.d over and place him in the front 
i·ank of the Nation's benefactors. The Senate desires in this way to 
place on record its appreciation of the distinguished character and 
eminent services of this great and good man. 

The resoluti~n was considered by unanimous consent and 
unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was unanimously agreed to, and (at 10 o'clock 

and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
.Friday, June 11, 1909, at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

THURSDAY, June 10, 1909. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, offered the following 

prayer: . . . _ _ 
Infinite and Eternal Spirit, Father of all souls, above all, 

through all, and in us all, humbly and reverently do we bow 
in Thy presence, acknowledging with love and gratitude _all tha~ 
has come down to us out of the past to the uplift, ennobling, and 
purifying Of mankind; and we most ferven~ly pray that if th~re 
be any virtue, and if there· be any praise, we m~y . c~er1sh 
these things in our hearts and strive earnestly as mdividuals 
and as a Nation to live whatsoever things are true, what.soever 
things are honest, whatsoever things are just, whatsoev~r things 
are pure, whatsoever things are lovely, whatsoever thing~ are 
of good report, that Thy kingdom may come and Thy will be 
done in earth as it is in heaven. 

Our hearts are touched profoundly by the news of the death 
of the Rev. Edward Everett Hale, Chaplain of the United 
States Senate, who for so long has been a conspicuous figure 
tn the affairs of our Nation, contributing in 1iis sermons, in 
bis writings, in his prayers, in his life to the uplift of man­
kind. God grant to be with the aged wife and the children, that 

they may be comforted in the thought of all he has contributed 
and left to us, and Thine be the praise forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was i·ead and 
approved. 

WITHDRAW AL OF PAPERS, 
Mr. HUBBARD of West Virginia was given leave to withdraw 

from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in 
the case of H. R. Huffman, Sixtieth Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

LE.A VE OF ABSENCE. 
Leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To l\fr. SLEMP, by unanimous consent, for ten days, on account 

of important business. 
To Mr. GRIEST, indefinitely, because of illness. 
To Mr. Foss, on account of illness in his family. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 

adjourn. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I ask the 

gentleman from New York to withhold his motion for a moment. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 74. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to transmit to the House of Representatives the following infor-
mation, namely : . 

The amounts of all appropriations for river and harbor improvements, 
with the date of each appropriation and the specific purpose for which 
it was made, which appropriations are affected by section 10 of the 
act entitled "An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year· ending June 30, 1910, and for other 
pui·poses,'' approved March 4, 1909. 

Mr. FI'rZGERALD. If the gentleman from New York will 
permit me, I will state the object of this resolution. The sun­
dry civil act approved March 4, 1909, required that all unex­
pended balances of appropriations of a certain character on the 
books of the Treasurer on July 1, 1904, which were not ex­
pended or which had uot been obligated by contract, should be 
covered into the general fund. It is now asserted that this may 
seriously affect a number of appropriations which have been 
made for river and harbor improvements. · 

The War Department claims that there are some appropria­
tions- more than five years old for river and harbor improve­
ments which have not yet been obligated by contract. A- re­
quest has been made that section 10 of the sundry civil act 
passed in the last session be amended so as to eliminate from 
its operations certain appropriations for river and harbor im­
provement. It seems to me that the l\!embers of the House 
should know if there are appropriations more than five years 
old for river and harbor improyements for which no contracts 
have yet been made, and the information is necessary also iu 
order to determine whether this act should be -amended to ex: 
empt appropriations of this character. Every Member of the 
House who is interested in river and harbor improvements 
should be glad to know whether appropriations made for such 
purpose prior to July 1, 1904, have been lying idle in the Treas.­
ury more than fiye years without even a contract ha villg been 
made for their expenditure. 

Mr. ALEXANDER of :New. York. Mr. Speaker, I tlli!lk the 
resolution a very proper one. The information has already 
been compiled by the Chief of Engineers, who has furnished it 
to some of us, including the chairman of the Committee on Ap­
propriations, for the purpose outlined by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from 
New York, before he takes his seat, whether this information, is 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury or in the hands 
of the Board of Engineers? · 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I was in some doubt as to whether the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of War should be 
asked for this information, but the provisions of the &ct require 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cover the money into the Treas­
w·y, and I have no doubt that if he be asked for the informa­
tion he will obtain it, even if he has to consult the Department 
of War. 

'l'he SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
.ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the 
House do ·now adjourn. _ 
· The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock 
and 11 minutes p. ro.) the House adjourned until Monday; June 
14, 1909. 
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